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CHAPTER 1.

THE CHILD FAMILY.

Sir Josiah and Sir John Child were sons of Richard

Child, Esq. of London by Elizabeth his wife, daughter of -

Roycroft of Weston 's Wick, co. Salop. The Childs were an

ancient family, for many years seated at Northwick, Poole-Court,

Shrowley, and Pencock, 00. Worcester. Sir Josiah is spoken of

as the second son, and as Sir John was younger than Sir Josiah,

there must have been other children,Atheir names and fate

are shrouded in mystery.

Sir Josiah was married three times. By his first wife,

Anne, the daughter of Edward Boat of Portsmouth, he had one

daughter and two sons. The daughter, Elizabeth, married John

Howlsnd of Streatham, and was the mother of Elizabeth, Duchess

of Bedford. The Sons died in infancy. By his second wife, Mary,

daughter of William Atwood of Hackney and widow of Thos. Stone,

of London, merchant, he had one son and two daughters. The son,

I
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who was named aiter his father, succeeiod as second barenct in

1699, and married Elizabeth, eldest daughter of Sir Thea. Cooke,

Knt., of Lonion. Sir Josiah, Junior, res H. P. for Wireham. He

died without issue 20 Jan., 1704. Rebecca, the elder daughter

of Sir Josiah by his second wife, was twice married, first to

Charles Somerset, Lori Herbert, eldest son of the ihrquis of Her—_

oester, one seconily to John, Lari Grieville. Mary, the younger

daughter, was married first to Elaari Bullock of Faulknern Hall,

Essex, and secondly to --Hutchinsen. By his third wife, Emma,

youngest daughter and co-hoir of Sir Henry Bernard, Knt., of

Stoke, Selep, and relict of Sir Thes. Uillou3hby of Yellaten, co.

Notts, Sir Josiah had two sons, Bernard, who died uinarriel in

June 1%98, aged 21, and Richard.

Richird succenied as third barenet at the death of his

half brother, Sir Josiah, in 1705-4. He was H. P. for Essex, and

was creetel, 24 Apr.,171e, Baron of Howten, co. Kerry and Vis~_

count Cnstlonaine. On ll Jan.,l73l, he was further created Earl

Tylney of Ctstlemaine, also in the peerage of Ireland. His lord—‘

ship marriei Dorothy, only surviving daughter and heir of John

Glynne, Esq. of Henley Park, Surrey. By Dorothy, his second wife,

daughter of Francis Tylney of Retherwich, who died 25 Feb., 1745,

he had three sons, Richard, who died 19 Feb. 1753-4, John, his

heir, and Josiah, a lieutenant of iraqoons.

By an act of parliament, passed 24 March, 1734, his lord-,

ship's eldest son and heir: assumed the surname of Tylney on ac-,
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count of the lar;e estates which devolved on his #110, Lady Tyl-_

ncy, as heiress of Anne, Lady Crayon, daughter of Frederick Ty1-,

any of Rothcrwick. Lord Tylney died in 1749, and was succeeded by

his eldest son, John. All honors became extinct with his death,

17 Sept., 1784

Chtherine Tylney Long, a descendant of the first Earl

Tylney's daughter, married and carried the fortune of the Childs

to William Pole Tylney-Long-Wellcsley, second son of the second

Earl of Horninjton, younger orotner of the Hnrquis Uollosley,

and elder brother of Arthur Duke of Wellington, who one created

Lord Hdryhorough in tho pocraje of the United Kingdom, and who

afterwards succeeded as 4th Earl of Kornington in the peerage of

Ireland,

Sir John Child narrioi a sister of Ward, sometime Deputy

'Gowornor of Bombay, and left no children.His widow afterwards mar

tied Georqc Weldon, the Deguty Governor of Bombay}

The manor of Winstead, the estate of Sir Josiah Child,

has an interesting history. it was originally given by nitric

no

to S. Peter's nestminster, In the reign of Henry III, it bo-i

longed to Hugh do Hoding. In 1363, it WAS held by John Hunter-A

combo. In 1597, it was bought by Hobart Dudley, Earl of Loices-‘

tor. In 1619, it was in the possession of the Mildmay family

from whom it was purchased by Sir Josiah Child in 1575. At his

death it devolved to his son Richard, Viscount Castlemainc and

~_--—~ -q_—--.-_..~ --_—~—-..---u a_—~-——~————~-_—— -__ —--- - _---- —- -- ’—

1. Anderson, pp, 119,130.
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Earl Tylney. filter the death of the 2nd Earl, it passed to Sir

James Tylney Long, bart., of Draytnt in Willshire, son of Emma,

daughter of Richard, Earl Tylney. At his death(l784d his only son

James Tylney, an infant, inherited the estate. He was succeeded

by his eldest sister, who married fillliam Pole Tylney-Long-‘

wellesloy. The old manorial residence was called Naked Hall Howe.

Mary passed some days there after her succession to the throne.

In 1678, the Earl of Leicester entertained Queen Elizabeth there.

The present Wanstead house was built by Sir Richard Child in

1718 and is of Portland Stone. It is situated in an extensive

park near the church. it contains a noble hall, 37 feet long,

36 wide, and a very grand ballroom.

Wanstead Parish Church (S.Mary), a pr etty little brick

structure cased in Portland Stone with Doric cupola, built as

early as 1790, contains a handsome monument with an epitaph to

the memory of Sir Josiah Child, who died June 22, 1599, aged

69. Under a canopy is the effigy of the deceased as large as

life, and standing on a pedestal beneath, is the effigy of his

son in a recumbent posture,.dressed in a Roman habit, half cov-_

ered with drapery. On each side sits a female figure veiled and

l 4

angels with torches unveiled.

__--~-----_-—------—-- --_-—--_—_--_-___-_--_-—_-—ao_—_- —-_—-_ -_-_—~-~-I~

l. The details as to the Child family are drawn from Burke‘s

Ektinct Faeragc and the facts in the epitaph of Sir Josiah Child;

the account of Wanstead House is taken from Ogoorce's History of

Essex, pp. 66-8.





CHAPTZR II.

SIR JOSIA3 CHILD-HIS POLITICAL IND NCRCKJTILE

CARTER-CONDITIQ! C? THE CKDOI EAST IIDIA CONPINY 3H2;

HE BECAfiE CHAIRMA? O? THZ COURT OF DIRECTGRS-HIS CHARAC

TER AND INFLUENCE,

Sir Josiah Child, the second son of Richard Child,

a merchant of London, was born in 1530. Fe was apprenticed

to a merchant at an early age, and in IRES, or even be

fore, was estnnllshel at Plymoutn as a loll-Ilelgoi

merchant, is early as 1383 he hold some post of respon





sibility connected with the navy. A letter written by Fran

cis Willoughby ( in all probability to the Admiralty Com

missioners ) under date of June 10, contains the iirst.men~

tion of his nate in the State Papers in connection with

the navy. It informs them that he had sent up to London

eight wounded men to be placed in some hoseital, and desired

that they would "ive rzrthcr orfiers abovt them. " Hr.

Child has come dofin from you as ill furnished with orders

for money as no went up, the same scruples remaining, and

he is unwilling to pay any ticket here, though the men

live here, or are dis?0sed to be .ore, notwithstnniin;

our pressing straits for men. Pray lot tnc trClJUIGI send

some punctual order, 1! Chile were allowed a half penny

in the pounfi, it is nothin? :ut roison, as he takes nuch

l

pains» " This office may have both that of Dip;tj Treasurer,

or Agent to the Ear; Treasurer, which he heli in 1854, 1655,

and 1658. In 165“ no use also occupicu in iurnishin; stores

to the navy. In 1389 he is again referred to ( in the capers

of the navy ) as Deputy Treasurer. inether h: hcii tuis office

right through from 1654 to 1359 is nnceitiiu- Tee records of

his early life are too scanty to enaole cue to narrate them

with anytninq like ccmnleteness. In 1859 he W1; electni Hijor oi

10' C. S. P. 7:).





Portsmouth, and while occupying that office 400 Spanish prise-l

were, captured on their Why to Ostend, were placed in his keep

ing.

In Idol, ho was again engaged in supplying navy stores

at, Portsmouth, evidently carrying on an extensive business, and

is no longer referred to as Deputy Treasurer. Mr. Child's 'dealst

were worth 45255 per hundred, and he had 11,030 of them, aooora-_

ing to an extract Iron the papers of the navy, dated June 26,

16616 "Deals"were not the only article of merchandise in which

he was interested. He dealt extensively in masts, bowsprits and

yards, pipestaves and tobacco, generally in'partnershio with

other merchants, On April 30, 1836, he was rscomncniod to tho

Brewers"Company of London for admission, as one who hai done

faithful service in supolying the navy with seer, and had DOUght

t'ne ‘ 2

a brew house in Southwsrk to brew {or the household and‘navy.

He must have acquired at this time an extensive knowledge of

the difficulties of trade in different lands, as the ships in

which he was interested plied the Atlantic to New England, as

well as the h citorranoan. His mists drought from Q5£.for those

5

of 20 in. in diameter, to 532 hot those of 25 in. In 1659 too

House of Commons appointed a committee to inquire into the con

duct of Pepys and Child in a suit for obtaining compensation

" n

for the loss of the famhuy, probably referred to in the follow

----_--—_____ . -_. . _ - v -—--.-_-.~._...----————.--.—--—.-.-”-_-._—_-__._

10 C. S. P. p9 5' C. S. P. PU

2, C, S, P. 166'-6, p. 371.





ing extract from Pepys's Diary, under date of Jan. 14, 1664,

" Our late ill news confirmed in the loss of two ships in the

l

Straights, " This suit was held March 21, 1366-7. Pepys writes,

" It is interesting to see what money will do, Yesterday Sir

William Walker was might cold on our behalf, till Sir William

Batten promised him if we sped in this business of the goods,

a coach, md if at the next trial we sped for the ship, we would

give him a oair of horses, and he hath strove for us to-day like

a prince, though the Swede's agent was there with all the vehe

mence he could to savb the goods, and yet we carried it against

2

him. " In 1668, in company with Thos. Papillon, Child applied ,

although ineffectually, for the post of victualler of the navy,

but later, in 1671, was one of three victuallers, supplying beef,

pork, fish, pipestaves, hogshead staves, biscuit bags, and bay

salt? London soon became his headquarters, and he had mi office

on Tower Hill.

He came into office again as a Navy Commissioner in 1669.

Pepys thought his influence worth something with the Duke of

Buckingham and his (action, if Child would " instil good words

a 1

concerning him " as he feared that he was about to lose his of-l

lice. At this time Child was by no means popular with the Duke

H

of York, Pepys says, under date of Apr. 2, 1669, I did give the

Duhe..a short account of the navy-.but I do find that he

-—-----_._ -_-_____. ---_~---_..—._._ ---____-_-_____-__—---_- __---~_-_—_--
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is pretty stiff against their bringing in of men against his

mind..-.partioularly against Child's coming in, because he

is a merchant,"10nlld was also a member of the London Council

of Trade at this timo, and this organization was ospccially

distasteful to the Duke of York, One day a dispute arose be

twaon the Duke and some of his friends in regard to this.

The Duke spoke slightingly of Child and was seconded in his

remarks by a Capt. Cox, who said that Child was known as an

unfair dealer with masters of ships, Child had a supporter

in Thomas Littleton, who hotly replied that he never heard

anyone speak ill of Child. The same day the Duke of York,

conversing with Pepys on the condition of the navy, stated

particularly that he " would take care to keep out Child."

( presumably out of office was meant )QChild continued vict

ualler at least as late as 1672.

In April 1674, no was chosen one of the 24 " com

mittoos " of the London East India Company, and continued to

be so chosen annually until his death ( 1699 ) except in

1676. His Majesty, Charles 11, opposnd his election as gov

ernor at this time, alleging that he had behaved ill toward

him, and therefore " His Majesty would take it very ill of

the Gbmpany if they should choose him, "gln 1678 he had so

far become reconciled with the king that he Aowanawi a baro

net, In 1681 he was chosen governor of the East lndia Com

pany, and from this time until his death his influence over

1, Pepys, Vol. V111, p. 265- 5. Hodgos, Vol. II, p. 115, Hote

9- Pepys, Vol. VIII, pg. 500, 501, 302.
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the eouff of directors was almost paramount. He had already

made his influence felt in the Company as a member of the

committoQfor letters, of which committee he had been a mom

bor iron the time when the court books record the members of

1 .

the separate committees, at least as early as 1678o'1n 1882,

1688, he was chosen governor, and in 1684 and 1685 deputy

governor

Up to 1681 the London East India Company was essen

tially merc.antile in character. He thought of empire had been

even entertained. It is true that the Company had in its em-_

ploy in India men of imperious dispositions, who could not

endure the constant annoyances to which they were subjected

by native chiefs and governors. If they ventured to oppose

he cxaotions of these or rcmonstrated forcibly against their

interference, they called down uoon their heads a torrent of

abuse from the Qouff in London. The directors continually

urged that the agency of Fort St. George was only intended

for the protection of goods and that the true safety of the fac

tory depended not upon the strength of their fortifications,

but upon the firnans and cowlcsQthcy might obtain from the

princes oi the country. But firnans and cowles counted very

little when a native chief conceived the idea that too English

factory was growing too rich or concealed Vast heaps of

treasure within its walls. The govcrgental system in India

was so complicated that even wera'thc governor of the province

satisfied, his superior might at any moment demand > addition

---_—_—-—~-- _-__-—-..—-—_-_-—--—-___—_~_._..._-____-..— --. Q. m - m

l. Hedges, Vol. II, pp. 115, 116u

9. Pirmans and cowles were speciil grants of trade issued
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a1 contributions, or require another firman. The factories of

the Company, oven those which had been established longest,

were in no sense adequately fortified or garriscncd so that

the Enblish could defend themselvcs against any considerable

native force. Evan had they been thus fortified and secure

thuyewsre the native merchants, too goods contracted for,

and tho markets from which they drew their current supplies,

which lay open to every Oppressor and ravagcr. ihcn the Eng

lish had erected costly dwellings and spacious ware-houses,

had collected stores, had accumulated goods, and had given

large credits among tbs merchants of tho various provinces,

their retreat appeared to co out off. Without fortifications,

behind which they could retreat in timos of danger, lacking

the prestige of occupation by conquest, they were naturally

SUbjuCtGd to all the indignities that a handful of white

men set down in tho midst of an empire as large and as po~cr-_

ful as Europe, excluding Russia, might be expected to endure.

The situation on the western coast in 168-?) and the

years immediately preceding is typical of the state of affairs

throughout India. Aurangzeb, the Mughal emperor, ruled a tur

bulent people. Campaign followed campaign in rapid succession.

Even his own son, Akbar, was to be found among his rebellious

subjects. Anon; the most formidable of his enemies was a new

power which had gradually risen in Western India, and which

under the able leadership of one of the greatest of Indian

_-_-~—__—__--.-—--_ ---__—a--__.~o--—---_---_------_-- ._ --- .--- .

by native princes or governors.
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chieitains, Sivaji Rajah, threatened more by its example

than by its territorial possessions the very existence of

the ancient Mughal empire. Surat and Bombay were in the cen

ter of hostilities between the Mughal and Maratha chieftain,

and again and again the fleets of the two powers sought a harbor

in Bombay or occupied the islands at its entrance. It was ex-v

ceedingly difficult flor the English to remain absolutely

neutral. To the north of Surat lay the Mughal possessions,

directly south the Maratha. In 1680 Sivaji died and was suc

ceeded by his son, Sambahji. The English hoped that he would

be more steady in his politics, and better disposed toward

the trade of the Company} In October of this year , Aurangzeh

suddenly levied a heavy contribution on Surat. 0n the refusal

of the English to comply with his demands, an orier arrived

to reestablish the duty of three and one half percent customs,

instead of two and one half. The English with the Dutch and

French offered the governor of the city a present of 30,000

rupees, provided the former rate ( two and one half ) be allowed

to continue. fhe rebellion of Akbar oroke off all negotiatons

and no subsequent despatcnes show that a grant of this sort

was obtained? This, however, is only a single illustration

of what beiell the English again and again, both here and

elsewhere. They had to buy oil first one native and then

another, that chief or governor whose possessions lay nearest

or who happenei to be the most powerful and best able to en

-----1&;Bruce,-Yol.-ll,_p.-4$5, ...........................__-

20 do. Do
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force his demands.

Hut tho Enqllsh were not the only Europoaws in in

dia. There were the Portuguosa, tho Dutch, and the French.

The power of the first of these had been gradually dying

out, but they still made thomsolvos [alt on tho western coast

with Goa as the seat of their authority. The Dutch were by

far the most powerful European nation in tne Bast. Betw:on

the Enqllsh and Dutch thorn existed aw lnvotorato connerclol

rivalry, w lch had more than once resulted in b100ish+if The

islands of Java, Borneo, and Sumatra were tha seat of their

power. Thfi two powers Game in contact again and again, as

each strcvo to get control of tho pe'per trade, or the trade

to tho further fast, or wheaever tha war clouds hovered

OVOT Eurooe' The Dutch uwthol of trado dlffcrai oosontially

from that of the Ex llsh. TJOY sore a nation trailna in tho

East, Their [actollcs were well Iortziied and garriso ed,

tholr ships woll protected, their monoaoly of trade Jealous

ly guarded. As for the French, they had not yet made them

selves [alt very much. As one ot tho sarvants of the London

Company in Bombay wrote ( 1377 ), " Little of prosperity

hath the FYQlCh Company experimented, which their king ex

pressed in the motto he gave them to put on their arms,

FLOREBO JJOCULQUE FERRAR.1"

Pho London East India Company had still another dif

-_-_-- -q__-------_----_‘-_-—-___-_------- --_----_’———-_----_ 0 __ -- - '—

10 Hedges, V010 II, P!





l4

ficulty to face. Elizabeth had given the Company exclusive

priveleges of trade to India, and these privileges had been

renewed from time to time under her successors.This fact had

aroused jealousy in England. There was some question, too,

of the legality of monopolies, whether the king had a right

to grant to any body of merchants exclusive privileges of

trade. This dispute datei from the very foundation of the

Company. In 1680 and even before there came into existence

a class of men known as interlopere. These were often men

who had been discharged from the employ of the Company for

some misconduct or other, or those who saw witn envy the

growing wealth of the Company, and wished to obtain a share

of the gain in the East, without going to the trouble of

supporting factories and establishments in India. They be-.

lievod that they had just as good a right to trade with

India as individuals, as the members of an incorporated

body of merchants. As the Company grew in wealth, it grow

in disfavor. From 1680 these adventurers increased in num

ber, and became more injurious to the trade of the Company.

They made their way to the native courts, besought and ob

tained firmans, and lowered very mich the prestige of the

English in the country. The Company, therefore, had to

take some sort of effective measures against them, and op

position to lnterlopers came to be recognized as a regular

part of their policy.

That the Company mas already making itself felt as
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a great power in Enqland, is evident from the various attacks

made upon its organization, officers, and methods. In 1677

a semi-official announcement of the condition of the Com-.

pany stated that it employed from 50 to 55 ships of from

300 to 600 Tons, that the exports between 1674 and 1375

amounted to 520,000 1. in bullion, and 110,000 in cloth and

other goods. Its imports, consistizs of oalicoes,
J

pepper,

n

saitpotre, indigo, ran silk, wrought silk, and dru s sold

I 1

for 650,000 1. Its stocx had risen to 245. In a treatise

published in 1681, presumably from the pen of Sir Josiah

Child, it is stated that in 1680 the Company sent out for the

Coromandel Coast and Bengal, 4 three decked ships, one

of EEO Tons, 116 men, one of 000 Tons, 120 men, one of 550

Tons, 110 men: for Surat, three 01 about 500 Tons each,

for Bantam, 2 of 600 Tons each; for the South Seas and China

2 of about 400 Tons each. According to this sane authority

the Company consisted of 556 partners, its customs duties

amounted to 60,000 1. a year, and its imports to 00,000 or

2

70,000 1. This same year ( 1050 ) the silk weavers of London

protested strongly against the importation of East ladia

silks, Bengals, etc. Mr. Pollexfen, in a speech to the House

P

01 Ccmncis against the 00upany, statei that the consumption

of East India manufactured goods, including printed and pain

ted caliooes, was 500,000 1. a year, and the Company's ex

port in oullion, 200,000 to 600,000 1. He admitted the en

—-~ --_-_.-__- _-_----.__-_---_.-~----—--__--__-.__--_~---- —---— --. —

1. tacpherson, V 11, pp. 58411. 2. Xacpherson, do., p. 597.
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largement of their trade, saying that it had now increased

to near one fourth of the uncle trade of the nation. He op-_

poaed,ho~ever, their plan of taking up 600,000 to 700,000

on their common salt, rather than enlarging the capital

stock, therrby reaping to themselves not uniy tho gains

which'they made on their own money, but likewise of the treas

ure of the nation, allowing to lenders but 4 or 6%, and

dividing amongst themselves what they pleased, which within

the last months was said to be 20%. Their stock was Said to

be so engrossed that ten or twelve mvn had the absolwtc

management, and that forty divided the major part of the

gains, which in 1679 wara to onn man 20,000 1., and to others

10,000 apnicel Prom otaer sources we learn tuat tnc trad:

with Bengal haa snetdily inurvasej. In 1374—5 the investment

was 65,000 1., in 1880-1, 150,000, over dounle tnu amount,

An efficient system cf pilntage had bean instituted at tee

dangerous mouth of tho Hugii, and skillful dyers hat bscn

sent out. Saitpetre was a great SQUICE of revenue from 5P1

gai, and it haj b§oomn so necessiry in the manufacture of

gun-porjer that Macaulay states that " but for tne supplies

from India it was said that the English gothrnncnt would

be unable to equip a fleet without Q1»
.3
gin? up the cellars

or Lbndan, in order to collect the nitrous particins from

o

the walls."

F1 _ r, j t.

.‘LL'J i-JG -. in: uéainxt tab Comptny can perhaps :3

-_.~ _ -__.-_.-_._ .04 A<-¢----a__—_-_~--.-- .-—.-_‘~.~-.-~_~~—- Q-Q— _- —- ~| ._ ._.. -_ _

I; Eacpherson, V01. Ii, 0p. 597-5,
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better understood from the statements of the English Levant

or Turkey Compiny,who in lGBl'mado a formal orotest against

the quantity of silk imported from India by the London East

India Compa.y. The Company was accused of sending weavers

to India to the impoverishment of the working classes, of

not allowing new subcribers to come in on the death of old

subscribers. Of the 550 merchants, only one fifth were said

to be actual ncrchants, and as tho r311 merchants were al-_

ways of the committee, many of the choiccst goods were sent

homo on tholr private account, ~cldcm on the joint stock ac

count. The pzoscnt stock was too scanty: no” subscribers

would bring in more merchants, more money, more ships, more

mariners. Trade with Persia, Japan, Arrachan, Achcen, Suma

tra, Pegu and Kadaqazcar was soilected. The lenders of so

large a stoct as QO0,0“O l. 5 3% hazardzd their principal

and there was no risk to the Company, as there WXS onlj too

1

comron scal to deal wltl, no one nan was responsible.

Notwithstanding the apoaront gains of the Company,

and the value of its imports, on account of too Jifficulties

of maintaining suoagcncies in the country, the risks incur

red in conveying goods to and from India, and the unsettle?

condition oi affairs in Europe, as tho seas;n of 1680-1

\

oponec, it found no presidencios in India whatsoever. It had

been found necessary to cut down expenses as much as pos

.

siolo. The salary of the chief agent at Surat was reduced

---.--___—.- --. __--- q— _- _-. _---..__.- -—.-__-_- ~-_~__.._.-....__-_----——_- ———

l. Macpherson, Vol. II, pp. ECO-WGB.
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to 500 1,, the second in council to 80 1., and so on down to

the lowest member, who received but 40 1. Bruce states that

these variations in the amoent of equipment and stock arose

from doubts teing entertained of the permanency of the peace

between England and the Karitime Powers of Europe trading

to the East Indies, or from the irresolution of particular

directors, leaning to a limited trade, and the more public

I

soirit of other directors favoring d more extended commercel'

Such was tnn state of affairs when Sir Josiah Uhild

heceme Eovernor for the first time.( 1381 ) But even before

his governorship there can be no doubt that the influence

exerted by him as chairman of the committee for letters

shaped to a great extent the policy of too Company, His let

ters, while laying weight upon the importance of the Com

pany's trade, have an imperious tone, are no lonper weak

protests that the English were in India werely to trade and

nothing more. It is evident that a new force has entered the

Company: new ideas come into prominence, Implicit obedience

is exacted from tne servants of the London East indie Com

pany, and the board of directors refuses to listen to their

protests of inability to carry out orders, Child was thorough._

1y a man of business, " As a man of business, he had ten

equals," in a letter to Fort St. George, under date 0! 5

Jam, 1878, the Court wrote, " That letter of the 26th of Jan

1677, subscriocd by the qoondam agent and council, although

_-_-_---_--_~_.___._- _.._ -- _-_-- _--.__-__-_-__—-_ -.__ q- _- _._ ..--._..--_..-- .‘__- _

1, Bruce, Vol. 11, pp, 433-454,





it 08 TOIUElJOJS in words on} haughty, vain and unmannerly

expressions, such as it becomes not any of you to subscribe,

or us to receive, yet

lating to our business that we find very few particulers in

it that need or deserVe our answer. We must note to you

that it is very strange that severally in your particular

letters to us as private persons you should write us

much deference, as we neither desire nor expect, and,

the Court in general should address yourself in SlCh

fronting and unmerchantaole style, as becomes not any W11

of breeding to write to his equal.......flo m

service, whatever he be, shall write to us

guago With impuqity. n

q
'4?!

\

SUCH

1And again the Court of directors

write in the same tone to Eongal,? We have too much reason

to believe that there are many persons in our service which

are loose, ignorant, idle, and debauched, none of wnicn

qualities we will endure in any, and therefore have sent

you the

advised

their

greater supplies that rooting out such

~4

sot better plants in their room." Sir Josiah

to

Chll
_£.'4

the governor and council at St. Holena not nave

V

heads troubled with nice points of the common law

of England, but rather on considering the reason of tnings

to adjudge at all cases in a summary way, according to

equity and a good conscience,'without tedious delays, or

. . . 5
countenancing litigations."

-_---~---------~--- ------__--q

l

.

O
Ina.

Hedges, Vol,

\.

115-3 3.

117.

II, pp. Grant, IiSt-, 99

10‘ p.

yet to

an. al

ls so empty of substantial matter ro-I

with so

living in our

kind of 11n
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As sarly as 1075 Sir Josiah was a man of wealth and

influence. This year he purchased the elegant estate of Wan

stead, and went to great expense in 1m2rovtns it, In 1685

a contemporary writes,"He from a merchant's apprsntica and

management of tne East India stock, being aatsued to an es-.

tate ( 'tis said ) of 200,000 1. z and lately marriei his

daughter to the eldest son of the Duke of Beaufort, late Mar-l

quis of Worcester, with 50,000 1, portional present and va-.

rious expectations-1" That he stood high witn the Court

may be i [firrea frcu tnis alliance, as well as {rum tne fact

that tuifi srme year ( 13, Cot. 1351‘) he Was OMS of a depu

tation {rum tic Compaay who waited on His Majesty, James $I

&Rl prosafl ed him Titn 10,000 guineas, " which as was pleased

to accept "- Th; treasures of t-e East India C0m§&3) were at

his disposal, as all the qaflersvvere kept at Ynastsid House.

of'Commons

Josiah Chili aopcared in the HousezAiq 1615 as Josiaa Guild,

Mprchant, representiWj T~rt~outh, He was not realectea in

as M.P..

1878, He apocurei aglin‘for Ludlow, Co. Saropsnire, in 1385,

V~_---—____--__‘__-.. - __ .





CHAPTER 111.

POLICY 0? F1? JCSIAU C"11?-HIS ECQICLTC VFITINGS

[in ZJFPTZT OT TY? CCRPiYY'S HJNOPqLY-PAR iCAlJoP 1.Ph ,_

lOfEFS-FXIEWCIGU 9? TAP JJFPKKY'g TEADfi-DTSIR° F38 Eh

PlPi. .

Tinze is ~nuther side of flir Josinn Gnild‘s car-er

Wnich sears dirtctlj 4))“ his lioers in the Loniln East

liuis Co :huj, ;. s. 31; work is a vriizr on econozics. it

is here tflmt no ;ivvs stfertnca to m.ny of til iucie uiich

oooaie 1 part of ii; ;.1:ti:n as oniirzxn of thi Court

of Directors. His *Iitiijs Lear iir::t1;‘uuoi '13 suajoct

of ttljéa [he most imoorttnt of teen, 15“ 013038353 03

.-.TRADE, woe wxitten 10a; uéfCId u- eocinc connJCtoi sit.

the Company. This gives a Glivpso of his i101: on the

menagxntnt in; dovantages oi trade, bcicrc he care to be
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so intimately connected with the Company as to be preju

diced in its favor. Besides the DISCOURSE ON TRADE, anion

he said he wrote at his country mouse in the sickness year

( 168: ) he also wrote in 1881 under the signature of Philo

patris, A TREATISE WHERE!“ IS DBMOHSTRATED THAT THE EAST

INDIA TRADE IS THE MOST NATIONAL OF ALL FORHILS TRADES.

the DISCOUESE ON TRADE is diviici into sections or

chaptérs, icalin: Wit? a variety of suagccts, amen; WQXCA

are trace in qcnrral, intcrest, tho relief and employment

of tne poor, commanios of march’nts, tk» Act of Saviqation,

tho nfivisanility of croating a court merchant, naturaliza

tion or stranzers, wool 4nd woolen jflnfifactdfifi, tno balance

of trade, etc.

In nis crofxco an endeavors firxt ofai; to answer

the arruxoJts brought forwxri by a certain Tnoswv Finley

aqainst tho aoatement of int9rnst, a troxtiac wnich c¢aa

out just after Cnili nai JTitLCA his argu.-nt 1' fav;: cf

a low ratn of interest. Amen; Lac argumsats L102 32 fortxrd

agxinst tne greacoi high 14L? oi ixthr~3t hr? tnc ailc;:riazs

tgat usury ( a; he tslms it ) Mlidfi ian;b of U11. ;~% ~so

esteem, provcnto tmeir Cditi¥¢t10fi ani ingrovrucat, “inc‘rs

t“? grovtk of truic, ziscuurcgcs gavi,ation, ig;;o1r3, grts,

one inVGQLluw- ca cite; tic Dutcn is a: examol\ c; c rction

Jhc liVQ QTOS?3YCJ u:J“r 3 lor 11'“ 0' irtrroci, "nd advan
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sea as one of the proofs of their prospexity the fact that

they pay nigher #1383. He lays down as an axiom that high

wagns indicate the riches of a coJnnry and vice versa. This

is manifestly contrary to the accepted principles of politi

cal ecpnomy.

After he has answervd all the polnts not included in

his Blvision dealing with interest, ha turns to the state of

trad“ in Englznit Ho cit9§ sevrrnl incortant trales, svch

r

JUFSLLD, , and East fountryF which the Dutch(4..
rccnltn

have practically monopolzzcd, rad dSCIJrCS twat ts: Ditch

interfist of F; and narrcw li¢itel o;::¢¢lvs in Q2?! mi hive

beat tna Lnylisn cJt of this> inportaAt tr?19$. It "15 not

ohly tna Dltcn arms 411 slal;hts, o.t tacit lo.@r lttClCbt,

watch " gavu strength to taxir arls anj acJtcncua to iu-ir

invvnrion,"otnat cauuvu the “1¢t Iwdiw tr¢4¢ ix Zit"§S,

clova; ‘13 mace ‘0 5111 i?!» th 11 binds to fit 2.0.“51u1

of hi En;iihh. Tha wmuie tun: of t ls gilt 01 n1; trciace

_ _ :- .,,. ._" -. - _- ' V ". ‘_ .~ ~ -.' -in in Advil vi an b.,./->L.l.>1\.:l 0f gull-All-Iv ud..;|.13lvA.-1 'nbrilal

:

Oi an; trad. tg in; iuILJLI Slit, l. -. ta C;;.@ LA- {Uy§1,

hh var; "1.‘1; 1 ‘11:, " t‘ : t1¢- , “rs '| T .2 c“

t¢-in~' DQT a; 1051, ;l\;c:; a 1r.§ §;‘~1L Iitl :r Q “Hi' , .‘Jtl -

tutu cf P’vn»nt but witu (rsrctafllun ;f 1¢luxr ullfi~ "7

ii; favorite fOifii thraulLout tne uhulc gru.qbn is

.c anpw Luv 010~nly tht r1tu UL interest, Lfabb anu wealtn

30 d\ :30 Kv'i.
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of a country "re bound together: the two last mentioned de

pen‘in; on the firsi. As a proof of this, he endeavors to

show that evvr since the rate of interest began to be low-_

ered in? pountry has incremsed in prosperity. As proofs of

Enjlani's aiV4noe in material prosperity, he cites the in-'

crsase ix agprentioes' "alas, in the value of houses, and

in snipping.

41s appail to irr Ffd or is significdni 45 showing

nis utiliusc towdrd nis su~;:ot. Tc lbfid him to read with

luVG 0! country 4,1w1musi, is rcnl 111 L~fcr( nascing

meat, 11; fiiilly to 1istinguish betansn the prafii of the

I .
mwrchant uni tie profii of ias kin"Jom. Kl? COnCld 1a: sch—

) C

03005 oreat»o an air of patriotism Adi of I 1-;i “2v; states
2

mflififliw wdica a1; ciguiiioqwt for ts? 1,9 in vhic: 3~ lived.

Hg ahiifi t3 53V" psirses t.. future a“; ia;j:t 1 glizgss of

in {Afid'i LuizrP ssprc‘acy of tJP sea, " IL is eviicit tiat

tsi; kin-:\ of Lud il
"a bk

0 F3 w m wozdvvfaily fitted a; the uOQJL'

Ulélty far a grea; progression in waalth 11d sawer. The only

MEQHS {u arrive it both or eitnsr of thum, is to improve

$11 wivancs train; and thxt inc way to tnese in>roveasnts

is net hedged up with isorns nor hivden from us in tna dark

or iatriqued with difficulties, but very DILJral and facile,

if we wauld set zsout them, aqi oezin tqe right way, cast

ing off some of OJT old mistwksn 3311613195 in triie which

_—.-~~_----_----.__----— -—_---_ ~ —_ _ _- - —-_—- -__- --__-_~--_ _- —

1. Chili, Wiscourse, rreflce, pp. xvi -xvii
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we: inherit from our ancfistors, wno Pfirfi soldiers, buntsmen,

anxl herdsmKA, and tgcrcfOYc necessarily unskilicd in the mys

tnrdcu of and methods to imprQVe trade..¢oTrade is net yet

ad\¢uncud to can fifth part of the imprOVfi“Pfit that tqis

Lind is zup¢b1¢ of, and I think no true Enilishman w"11 *6

ny that the 39150“ cries aloud to us to be u: and doing

before our £10 JS mafiom» unnocuniad, and beforu the Dutch get

‘ . . l . .

too mucu tnc waip Educ of us..;....! a¢:c duElflldlvd to ux~

pose Ay 003:09i1uns Lu yUuliv cansurc, wiLn nxis cuniidenoe,

that after thas1 grinsiplss 1avc suff~red Lac accusaomaryY)

persecatlow of tongue; $01 p&as, naturally a1! cowat¢ntlj

accomna1yigg all Jen QIQQOJAIS [or a Hjilfip tn}; will at

lewrtw In“ most, 1; JJt all 01 tJem; or soLetain; vary like

tn¢m, c¢¢o to be :enernlly recelvoj and honorei Niifl tnn

puolic sl=ction my Qoing p15°0d imto 11ws; 0Jncer11nq the

tire whflrflof 1 a? not care‘ui, but for n] co:ntry's sake,

I could “21'1": it 311:?"t ha shortnl'mdHQ'

1'1? L=}\?.')t"r (H trai» is 0-15'21 112031 1 staid? and

u¢ggxri=v| *_ thv 311:: 1115 and methods of cowluetin* trade.

nh ;r11335 ‘QlF slaw of wlloviwf tr1d1n' nerciant: t0 na'~

i;s1,1tfi ix t2: 3r~122$t JJJ"3113 of 3t12¢ ani var, noswqw

sing tazrnsj uvn aJLlrwalj fitted ta dell xith all quantions

aiféotinj its walfwrn of ii? filtiflfi, of Nfllzh the ass: in

!- Child, Disccurs', Prsfwct, p. wxviii.

'0 . i0 7- xvix.
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portant ( ll uls mind ) ls trale, He was for litroduclng

t‘

somv cl t elr customs, such as too low of gavel kind, 1, e,

distriouting tJG estate of tuu fataer equally among cis

caildran, 4nd the transferacce of all sills of private debts,

watch Macgnersou declares to be unsuited to tne " genius,

I

laws 1nJ constitution of britaln. " He criois {OPWdIJ as

the Cuifif reason [2: tueir su.cess in trlle tnelr low rate

")

of interest, and designates thin as t'= CAUSA UAUSLIS, ” To

know whetner any country be rics or poor, or in that propor

tion it is so, no other question needs to be rcs;lved, out

tnis, viz, what laterest do they p1; for money? a He lays

much cmpnasis moon the ¢:rcadtile training ci tLe Dutch as

a IuJSOfi I01 tleir sJcccss, and sevts tnerec, to disregard

to: ndtloaal Jliieraoo=s between Lué Dutchrii and £nglish._

ran 0! to: tilt. Tao iorusr wera C114 narlox trldsrs, mor

chants b; airtc as cell a: o; trgining, That tLQj 4cre suc

cessful in trade for 1 time, ther‘ caa c0 no ;oc:t, but

their HHQHS and methods were not jostiucq to 5tJfiJ tan test

of-tiwo.

He pr~i€e’ to~ Act of favi-:t;ox, .15 l-clerld

that it occusionei th* bulliiij ind employing of tnlR"

times the numocr of shif. and soarcn, that " otherwise web)

should haVo or wovlfl do." Ttis oowld not f>il to increase

the marll pow"r vnl ¢c~lth of tie fiztior, lw t-c course of

l, Macpoerson, vol. 11, p.544. 4, Coils, Discourse, p, 87,

?, Chill, Discturuc, p. T,

:7," F10 p° 9'





27

his discussiaz of the [lults alleged a3ainsi t.is law, he

emphaticill] declare; that, " Tiat is fit for one nation

I. 43.. v - . <

LO do 11 ralmtlwd to their trade is not fit for 111," and

shows “itself to 40 no sorrile lultator of Duton methods.

21 regarled the Dutcn rztnor as a 3reat model, wlose methods

W0!) to be cooi i where thvy were can to be ntvawtageous

for Rn~1isd trade. It was niturzl that he shouli choose

thfm, 15 it J“: the period o1 their grotiest autivity and

su:;.:s i, tzadc, :ni tQIy wvrc tn; lJAEHrS of Zuropi in

Intre in eti l ALOtLCI gait of his treatise wxioh

bGaTS JifuCtl] upon his sussniUent policy a: 0nairra¢ 01

Comp=ny, i. n. that poztio; 'e>lin Wlifl coupaiio of nerIn

chants. 3: tan: t.n nvflstanr fairl; if 1h" e"cor:oiatiow

of nsiciuats is for the piolic gocz, and Answers it in t;e

aiiirwative in the 0130 of trade with countries with which

Enjiaii " has n" alliance nor 011 have any oy reason of

their distance, haroarity, or non-communication with the

Christendom, where there is a necessity of main

(0

tail-lint1r forces and forts. " out admittance nnto su
c. h 1 con-_

1 .

9117 must be easy. If t3: fine exceed ton souhds it 1 too
(’1

mucn. Sir Josian Chili thorougnly selievei that tie Com

oiny's monopoly was just and rigit, and that it was the

only means of conducting such a trade as tn= trade to India.

10 PIT—lite, 1,". 8'30

Q. do pp. 77-73.





It 1» lutertstiuq to compare Adam imitm's stateflcits with

regaru to this method of conducting train. " KHeq a comp my

of mercnnnts undertake to QStADlISh a nan trade alts some

remote or oaraarous nation, it may not be unransonaola to

oncorporate tnem in a Joizt stock comprn], and to ;r1nt them

in case of success a monopoly of the traie for a certain

number of

in

Tons and nxpbnsivc GYPEriQJYL,

the tcrm,

which

years. It is the easiest and most natural way

A state 011 rQCOHPCRSG tnsm for hazaraii; a oanqe

of whicx Thv puclzc 1: 1f

torwards to ruup tnc bouriit. out upon tan cupirsiion of

. . "C. .

tne monopoly mast certdznly cetermlne. " n DJL—

locn

OJ.

any p~rtlciiir JUQAILMAUt of trtdc, they are ooli;cd

provide icr

accossar;

iAdiViLHJIJ

a xowsruw 1t

brl'

004-19101}

trvde,

c:11t t
a

J

"32 luv“, owrng to the at inclin¢tion or inao.lity

to alforfi protection to those ongwic; in

to

their own Qcfcnsc wad security, it is ObViOJSly

[Jul to“) sgsall haw; tQc )0"sr to cxcisuc sucn

is‘may rciosc to SJblit to twoir wetsuros, or

to sear tnoir cu: soar“ of the fiépdfisfi rcqwirci tor tie

, 2

:rotoction o. 111. "

ub-Zi th" in‘ort :c' of tw‘ i11t Iniiw

Sir Josiah Shili suososcs it to co flr fr; diffi

prors it to be th‘ “>57 cc;s€icia1 tralc w ion En;

tioe cqrrlqt on. Ye nriljs fUfJEFJ as “roofs11nd at that

of

1.

IO

L: i S tr. e

Scaltn of

Mo Cu11och, pp.

1+r36 nuncar of snics A15 ssnu a emplajad, the

h4tions, Vol. II}, p. ?FP.

377-75.
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vast quantities of cooper, inligo, ClllCOQS, etc-i Which the'

English ar= able to ootiin at a lower rato than they COJId

purchase them from the Dutch. Saltpotre had come to co such

a ncccsoity in thotmnncfacture of gun powder, tnit this alone

would cost a vast sum annually to purchase from thorDutoh.j

He'rcvorts to the very roasons which prompted the establishment'

of the Company in 1300, in his defense of its existence and

benefits. His trintis) dealing with this trade in pirticllar

probably originated in the attacks male uoon the Compiny by

,

rival corporations and privxto'inlivijuals-'

The rost of his writinjs i. o. his lions ow the~

employm"nt of the poor, woolen manufacturos, otc., show

him to be a man of good sense; and of sound commercial

principlo:._M-ny of his iioas are ii: in advance of his

timeg'othors are contrary to the politicll economy of‘to-1

day, b1t~politica1 economy was then in its inception, al- I

most-an unknown science. It is in the ideis which he sets

forth in his writings that ono soes the beginning of those

lines of policy which he carried out with all the force

of his enorzotic c aracter. The kcynot of his high purpose'

is sounded in thc.follocing, " He that will fnithfully

serve his country must be content to paso thnough good

and evil report, neither regard I.wnich I meet with. Truth

""""""""-Z-T'FEEEJSE'ZFE'EF'E'Ftfi55-15554? -
can be found inlfiaopherson, Vol._ll, p.o97i'a so on p. l%.

of this work-4





I am suro at iasi viii viwdicaic itsoif uni tr fovnd by

12‘; cqulnfrl'qqn. * 15; .‘ffill f0 bi‘f.}‘ UttPl‘pl'ZC'n‘s in

wind io stnjyirg its careor in connection wi1h tip Company,

ard not Qqd'o too h~r;h1y his attcrpis to "DIRT"? its field

of opelniicns. As tirc guanos ovor v .an'z Luv; his vivws

h :3“, rut -uwy of thtpc ideas will to seen to UL the L0

t17L~ .izch zciurtni Ti: Josiah TLilg in a rr-i cal of

his act".

TRiii" foiiCi, owaasuiin: c*ntx>i of i: Lomriwy,

fluornoo» no loss than six point; i 1 ) io iiio.pt ins

widest "P’sibl‘ exto“sion cf iriio in Kain, ( 7 ) to ;;i

iowu fill Iotorlroiw? aid I‘iorlcrvxs wH-tscaver, ( s ) to

:vt iov1 111 priv»*o trnd“ with Eu~1n¢i on i%h p ri of the

COmPllj svrvuiis in ary of the wriiolcr Whiag iL~ Coapany

chess ta ruoarve to itself, ( 4 ) *0 Iatwuli : a ~irict

000i10¢¢¢ 01 t;o ,art or in. {ii i=j' saivi.is 3U Agia to

all urfi‘rs v5~iSobv01 is rzgazJeu iiadu or pxiv.i\ 13minis

irniiou -Liuu midnl w. tlufil.11t"u itch hCLL, ( C ) L0

raise SJLA a [OVLJHO lTOm the native iHHADiLARtS oi tnu

bomgnny's dflitlJuCfitS as snoulo ueiray tho CflurCfifi 01 too

fortifioition din girriscn, ( a ) retaliation NJ inrco of

arns on i.e inoian grinfifis Jno moi coorvdrvfi {av Qvwpohj'é

setti.ic-ts, xi 1 39114; aLioipi aL tho ahtuihhbdt oi

political :trnsftq Ln“ Jumirion in the L.st. T56 moat impor

1. $1114, Tr?
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taut of idedc points xezv tne 04t;;4;un 01 in; Campany's

trade, his Juppcrt cf thu Com;any‘: monopolJ, a.: L18 tau

Qency tonara nuzlaing up an empire. The other joints iopon

ded Hyufi, o; {0110Wbj out of tlcsr, qrowinq out of the

need for JOICHUG in Xniia:

010 of the accusanlon: :rau hi a;ainst tLn Lonuun

Cumpaa] 1Q lfidl a] tgc Turxihh 01 'eza“t Lccw; y was tueir

neqieci of the trade tu Persia, Arxqin, wad the fart-2r

East, 1. e. to bhinn, Japax, $113 wnQ 13? Space {JILHJSQ

But with the co=::; in of Sir Jcs‘nh Qnlli as 14:0z201,

the Ucrwdgy JCCiIU 1¢re actiwb in iniS dranu“ ui EJULI

tra e. Svwla effort mas wad? to inCJU:c as mus“ of tau Asi

tic world as possible in thei; COEJFTGidl bu,ir.. Tactcr

ias Wfffi established in pa1%s of ink Ja.t niLnfir=o u~~

'5

Lnova to fge ¢¢rcunnts of {hr LHUJUJ Lafi=\- . I. » factory

in one port mht Nit} Jisastcr at t.c hanis of {Mn “1tlvqs,

or rixnl Zara‘szxs, t:2 Con;x\y 11! not auininw tduir “c—

1-“
‘-m>t; to Lru. JLth {gut csuxtrj, but 3311fi11j ogfiwwd ne

ioti»tlurs Jitfl a nelglbcring cit; for grivilé'ws of trade.

Inrouqhout t1: 63111 Paris; tha Bl‘fii?7 of £1: loaion fiaqt

Inaia Ccpsa.y 00.1d n' ~Tus’cl; 123452 them of Inc“ of en~

nrwy in ZVdillUfi thsrsfllvks of t“? iv?! priv&1*"cs of their

cnartvr. Tia trada to thwafi countzies could nfit five bfien

very profiia~ie {urirc thi pcrlod on gccourt of tn? d5!“

r:

('P

ficultirs annonrtRrcd, but tLF IOUHUdtlOHb &%16 Inld of a
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Anny 37¢ tic F3m9 amount to Tonquin. Altnoudn orders nad

bean :nrt o't th* ":ec*ding season for tha witad mwal of

fhfi f~ctory from TOflfiJiU, ona more attonpt was tc be made

*a 001th:n t3“ trwifi, uni a factcr skilliul Qt salflcting

511*; ~45 ilsp=tchei thithfir. An invit item from t,1,

way sf Cawtc1 for tan estAQlishmLnt of d factory LJere mad

6:": receiv~n tnr ~rcufiti"q s¢n;cr, :ut cn acccvwt of Lhe

{a ttlcj unn;;tlaa ci Lac countzj, it was C‘Prwfi anvizuaie

to Jvffir i'ir v'fi} Y't(r. In 1@?1'fi@wr arriani 01 tnc

iuLZI'JtLLF r1 #2” ? :tvzy it 111] L; tLs Tait r;. Tuib

uir: .ul :~' cvusnA Ei= but? rv to abafion the‘r frcoosed

.1L1f~.f.~‘; In? (111 . 15* tr=1c to {75¢ Povltry fur the

n L . IJ‘r _(1*‘ :.1‘ ~0* ~‘70 bn¢n FFTY wrnfitnuln. The

$04_lnj "-L with .lbuifln ~~~ ! :fttr fiscou~1q"“""t, but

th“ fi";1r’r3 iw th'fr fffifiiwfv %: rhfxiw c¢r~:r1i“1 com

JU.:“;;JTJ: I. 1"“-" 13* 7nrtnqnfiq- #5“ 7r»"05 i~*eyfered

Ti<h Lliir trlJu t0 Tv“?uid 3; ivrii :tin" 1h" nntivn chicIs

.i,; {sainrb, ‘6 avanvi thgir

0‘5" INN-$10.} 0-. __'7.|Zi;:_* ’JkhSOLL'JbOJ ".nf L13": .HI‘IZJL. If: Lam

{OllOIlJJ sansnn L12 karta;:w5§, vxn A»: spacial aivanua;:*

Iul ccwtzsllim; tlw Cfliq! tTIi“ by their pov*@3$lon of

{AL 15111“ qf duals, J38! afi 3a1t3n, effwctuxlij uravcnted

r, no 0J3lidi [10m QQtLil' ax" aartiuu of L3@ Q¢1n1 trddu
n u ‘

by briwinq tam vicero; oi Canton wtlfi 13,263 poumis to ex
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elude all ctner nations {10¢ trade at tnzt port.

but the [allowing season the Company Nara plawning

another attempt at tuade. in 1685 one snip was aispatchfid

from Surat to enueavor to rosettle the factory at Amoy.

In 1686 Sir John Child rccommenied that the trade to Cnina

be placrd under Fort St. George. Up to 1881 the trade to

to the farther East had coon under blwtam, but tan loss of

this port in $8? cdusat the COHJ&uj to p14c0 the manuga“

meat of tuis tradc in tn: 2.31s of th' Couxwlt at Surat.

‘hts yn1r ( 1’55 ) {J8 1111171“; 01 tn: Data“ inrflrragtcl

train“ In lflli tux Shit. tfAil was ousamlt? tors .ru 1 lug,

ant tans mat 331;:s ht) CJUQ to on such 1J§Qltnfii articles

of trtd-, t;:t txzy Jars to QiGOH" 1 wtrt o‘ t.~ J"ujifij'8

1m;orts, 1?: not LG artlzir: c; QYiQItT t: ~ a.x gzzotcfore.

It I??? trvhc at Tcnvuin as: rcnrwci, a~d tr‘ rsturns IGIO

tc coisist of l=ccuurc1 TPIG and polong silto H" AQCONILS

1

worn r~oelvofi from Chin“ tqts season: From t is tiwc to the

end-o? thfl parioi, thn Corfiary JFI‘ too nasilv enragrd tn

conductinr twair rat with t2: lflfiitl Ewpcror to devote

wash of t ctr .ttcntion to trade. Tu? flBtCrtTS ncvrvor,

mist h-v» continufil, out inv.st this Sulfur": from tho

trouolous state of {tits- Iw l3); llstead of charging a

iuty 01 tho locoction $Jdc fro“ tn: EUJV15 of tca an or

cisv duty of Fe \flr wound was 1213 on two iea itselfe

---_-__. - - - ___~» ---- ____-_~---__.-~~_.__~~~-_-__~-~_-u~>~ >_.

l-Tbase lacts WItJ r_gurd to is: Ouiwt train rest :4111,

uoon the aut;ortty of ;ruca.





This feat shows how imoortant an article of trade it had

come to be , even during these unsettled times.

The other important countries in the East were not

neglected by the Board of Directors in London. Simultane

ously with their instructions for carrying on a China trade

ships and factors were sent to Japan, the Spice Islands,

Siam, irioia and Persia. is early as 1313 a certain Captain

Saris had liRJii in Jipzn, an! PlifilVPi pernisoion to trade

thcrc. A riotory :is “EtQUIlSlPl at Tir_n o, oJt to: j¢~rs

liter ( 13?; ) in; fireside~cy of Sitavia" gave oricrs tint

the Jaoen fictory sAOJli oo dio:clvej, Since it wiioigei

neither croflt nor expectation of :rofit, out EiC, on the

other hoof; only maintainzi ;t n scii‘uo lo 3» " do (or

tnor Fltdists were Also to oo~l u) tr~,n oitil 157;. ihe

Conpiny a:rli* , althoo h incflsotulll; {or por.l;;ion Ci

trnio tRor". IQGZ marks the noxt acttnit to up n n: 1 trnio.

Instructions vqro soot out to COlfl?Ct t1? tild: of Quinn

and Japun. ll 1$53, however, who Sudll res ml with l oirgo

of coast :Q)d3 and skins was to mnko aiotior Cxiwrirfiot

for n trzs+ with Japan, nni letters were niir:s¢ca by too

Ccnwlnj in t‘\ encircr :ni th; overncr o? nadi3.1i, prly_l

inq §3Thl.Flfifl to trade at that port. .j this it .csld 1p~

heir that no consiioreilo trade with .he isllnds hli Um”

carricl on for son tinm
(I) past. In 1353 in: records show.

-...._
___._-—.-__---_——_—-—--—-__—_—___ _-_- ----- _-_ _- _ _ "-----.-—.- -.--~

1. Oanv;r3,ln111 Qffioo Rcc>rls, p. 734“
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another sitan; Mt estztliccin1 txade, and a sswome for

IA! insircct triio bbtwoeq Sotatra, China and 51:14 was pro

.1‘

poses.

$12 trzic of the Co pany vita Persia, ilti¢3 from

1312, 415 oarriai on durinfl this poriod with as muoh persis

tence as tho trades to China &nd Japan. in 1%51 an inter-q

nal trads aetwee. tie gulls was projeotwd, but vas found

imgrtoiiLAJlu. Toe aliww\L, Lo:wxer, r-s inlifilfiVH oi the

; -_‘\, ,r- .“'-..... \_\t . o-w' - ' -~ ‘.:‘ ,\~.
ossiin oi LL} vomo41_ to ,uzzy cot a“; caleui J . 1c“ LL;—

1 r " - v ‘ 7 - - 1' " v H n r I ‘ v - - '

gal-"d 1.23 i\ 3 .n PrQJl-JLWJ all JAlu‘l; ..'.1‘; O. 'A J C)..1.i')1.ll'.\1

,.'.‘ l , ' I ._ .. . _ :4. I; . , ....- .

I‘ll: [J]: t:.* UOi'_-1:|Je 1;. .l -.1,',..tJ -.l1L-k.u~l. ha~ nth-1'.l..;{,_; J_'

t F _‘ 0_fi m H__ . ._ _a I . 1_ ., . _ H
Mid COlft 11 l»d;~a fun-Tu tn‘ JAN“ L1 .wruit. J: . lio
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.~‘.\-§ a ‘1‘!1n’..: \2' (.H‘. ‘1-'»_._ t n' .1 '31"? CL) i‘. 1,3.1. Eu .. - )uLl auu "J. Lh

too pal; olflr {Ho lyrcir, 3i costcos, sic Lnsm J1 ¢hblwlt

QKiEuL'tlUJJ. i wiriti~o Lorco was to no equiioa: "no a

she: of 9;;zr ;1j:. Tgis sac, of LC :r, Howv.:r; vzs not

I

irvlt GIOign to ii)l€;€ His Hidwntss, out rovultoi in the

depression of traic. Tfllt tisss *rojocts we:0 not carried

out to Ln? letter, ho¢cvor, is not surorisini when 01'

one cowsiiors tho fiistanoe aid power of the natiofis invol

ved, and tho QT'QTS9 of carryins out such oxpfi.itioos success

fully. “a company could oniure cash a irain u‘on its-treas

iry uxl as its profits wore something enormous. It is necas

sary to beur in mind that tga Domrzny wws in its soyhood

l. AdidOIiiiJS ti: sale as for China
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and hei not yet some to L“ a “rear 9:521 in t“: Z1st.

Tne fir t voyages of Yhe "nfili A “dd 5 9+ to tJe

Spice ISIQFiS, and notwitnstandin; {hr firm f¢otnoll pos

'1

essed 0; their rivals, the Dutch, in toe Soul: U813, tne3

Company findeavoled to Let shme saare oi Lne trade from

t¢at nQi>hLorhood. A factory had uC€1 ostatllshed at Elntam
i

Q v

on the islanc of Java a; 61115 as 1631, and thi. nai mole

to be tn. staltin; ;0int icl Entarprinc; to Lilla, Japan,

.na W'lCA crusun lg" witgaranrl of {Er lrgizvh {10'._

.

i;

-_ __ _ _ -~. 11 i -_ "hr? ‘4 1 \

nantex ta _:Ldli», and llLnllJ ( 1“ l ) »J v. .- lS

._ ' ' v a -I-l ' .1 ‘ J‘. . “h .. ‘._- . ". _- ~ .

rvwnl 71~fi v“~ ll ll ll'u a} uh -1tu,v "no u-;~ -“~ JUQ?&

. ,_, _ _ . I _ .. . I. . _ , '.__ __
K11; cf "ldt¢m lull Dehtlll'ivk a CLH.L “1; ..laql, lJd

t, su ~ 01 L - l-l l-Uu K=Ll;\: l.» u L LlGl J1 1“.

-.~- ' -_ l ~. ..-,r.;. -'\ \ L, ‘, _. . . ‘
\oil--. 1: v». "-114. pl Lu '71l.\llu l..l-. ulJk£~du ',. .1 [\x u.

_ - — . I 1 r 1 .- . .. . ‘

‘,13 l. HO. ‘1" tn? b} ‘ ‘j ‘1' l.) Lu; L_'.‘l.l'.J..L~' .' _-.l~\l'J CL

_. _ .H. . l . ‘ ' .. .. ._' 1 , 1 _ _- .L. ~ . -A v1.., .,;.'_l l [l L-C, .1!» r'_£.'~’~l'|..l.; t0 tm‘Xl‘ DIUDJNLH 101 i.-A...6

t9 LL_ I :lh r '-v*‘ IQTZ, icwnv T, six the CUL.U'CQH€.L

of 3 fvrilli_i Y<refiou ' 'vt “vacullnz, 0w tkrm~trv, tqxn

they ; “i ;:c rrvfi thn -u¢h cov*1?l paw er tra“a lhq

situation nit graviqi 11¢1“£a'~fius, tkey remcvnfi lww site

luo or '"rt: fiilws, 1~n:l rrcctc4 ? new fastory, wnicb W43

6311?? Tort H1rlborcu~h or Fort York. In 165? tmo ;aallcr

v93$els of the Ilett of Sir John I: H¢RT, who uli Lean

sent out to attem t tn“ recovery ol hallam, out PhUbe 0r
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ders mad been countervan;rh, wflyc 0“dcrhd t“ a’t'fifii the

Seltlflnvft of facicri's at K>¢wnsar cr T¥C lclwu: sf C116

‘ as, Jwqore, on chm Inlay iéninsula, an: in k2"u n.i Siam
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- isturqj, o;ntr1rj not adlj to biz trust, but in) 0¢ih A:

tvo: of a frctdzn pufsro 3011; to InLi1 ... a Jv114 all

his Jocks, pnQIrs And HOE“; nifflst: thwt ywa can u :t with,

.131 502d hi; 11$ his Una“: awi nlfiors homo to us. A This

li’tar JhOJJ thai tl- Court of Directors CTIJt to enforc;

their regJlations a 11:3t all interlofiwg or Sjfiptéhj with

thfl sane 0: the p1rt of tQ: COJQlKj'S aervxgts, 1&3 alJo

the Jc“104;y with wnica tAuy ;¢@riai their MOEOQOlJ of

trad? iJ tLox: AYL161.J Jhioh thay cLosa to asservs to tg" -

solves. Pd: SQJQXIJ pzaiunuclk i alt out to fir. J-B- J13

£?;titci to b: as; atdl 4;111 uni afxi. in LA; course 0;

Sir Josiah Uhilj'fi 11.1:i; ration. T11 ptrt plajei p; ex

sorvants of ti: Co ~21; in illicit trxja 0110 to be var]

importawt- T50 JOSt forhiilJlw iwtrrlopnrs aura those WJQ

hid forsaken tac low 91; of tho COJPQJY, aai Mai take] to

traiinj on th~1r privatfi acsonxt.

T at thn Company cirricd out their 90:91: to thw

fullest Bitzfit, is shoan by tn» oveAts of 1632, WJ‘“ @n

attempt was main to form a new 003pnny. Lrncc ~ays, " IL

is not iEPYOblJIG tbxc tau ordars of King aJJ Joanpil a

;aiast interlopors or iniivlJuml march4nts wgo h1l atteJpt*i

to violate the Company's onclasivn privi1e3;s nxi "1V?.’1
\J

rise to the spoculntioa of partlcipnll¢g in trula by form

p. ng a sixilar joint stock. "

~‘
~_-~~__-_-_—-----_<-_-_—--_~-—_--__-_-_-----_ ~-_--—-_-~~_--_- -_.._ ~

1. Wheeler, Exdras E:coxin, p. 1Z9.

1

9. 'I’Olfl IL) Du 47:.





Irx‘ s~rv tau “:xJn u :lo'ed Jurix‘ th* Tfiit fufi
J

YOIrB to SUFQIOJS tnCSJ traaulcgou, u; 1153 $u;;ficts in

India. In 13-2 Law Directors 2000 Jedi 1 t5, out1QlisLmJAt

of a factory in the finyfiw ecu tr;, tAJL A; the " mag: -

l

tude of tnuir QQTCJIJOJ " thfly mi ht Cuflhtfir Ct tLP 50121::

of the interlopqrs. IntQrnnrrinta with L.*m w\s forailzwwu

13 Sept. 1*2? the 0011011 at Ixl~as WQEO infer; l thit m1

L

intorlopiui ski: hwi arrivei in Tutiooxw 31;. Th?" 1 gaii

atcly sfint tmo 50r$915 to 51" aha it wxs, 133 to " impale

T)

\osaidlu." Inwy were also onand oustruct hi" in ¢ll anya

trustei witd a l¢ttor to the QJiCH not to “asist Lflufig and

wars oriorfli ta go on ua;rl, 11; -4;c var to brioo {JO hJd

to abxxian th'ir capt11n, if d' raflsal to 092; L.c kin;'5

PIOCIIJAtiOJ wile: t.e; c rrici vii» tx:m, G 111': activitj

both hcr> and 01:;vhcrv is 4111fustel 11 thw “cards of

tEQ time. Johl P~tit, a: oz-:e~v2:t of ti: Lomdcn Co vlny

and notci iatirloger, also bare testim>nj to this flct.

" I know Child at home scatters thw guincas twxrw, as the

other Chill dcos the r4pofls here, anl bath to nae purges:

at least. I know some cannaal€rs bouAj out had privxte ix

timntion not to leave tun kinjion, nut that wws all, Jut

D

. . "q . . . .
whxt will tnis amount to? Tn~ MIOWJ arrivei at Londoa an:

sold her 30:15 to irazt :dvzatw;¢, and no nxn durJt ixJ

~-_-__--—--—__-—~._._~_~~—__—-_--_—-_-—-.<_---_ .-_- “—-~ -... _- ,.- - - - -

1; Lruoo, Vol. II, p. 421.

Q. ‘hoclrr, Kairls Tecoris, p. 13?.
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a finger on them, and till tiey find a trick to confiscate

all intorlopors' goods, they will find all tnoir endeavors

vanish into xind.1"

Tno int rlopers were especially active on the west

ern coast of lndii. A factory was established at Muscat as

early as 1&52 by\ono Say. In October another cane to Goa,

and three wore bound for Dunlal. Potit and Boucher, two of

tho CompaQY'd servants, nere found to be implicated in the

interloping schemes and were dismisoci from service. They

innediatoly made their way to the native governor of Surat

and bosouiht his protection. Altnough they were demanded by

the Company, they managod to keep out of its clutches, and

were Joined by a considerablo faction and obtained a firman

from Aurangzeo for a separate trade?

The apostasy of those men was also imitated in Soi

3

gal. Jaylor was dismissed by Hodges in Bengal in 1685, and

a strict inquiry was made into the relations of tho other

factors with intarlopors. Hodges complained oittorly of tne

corruption to which the CompanY's servants nnl lent them

selves, keeping company and foastin: daily with intorloporc,

and taking parts of ships and trading with them, " If this

grievance cannot be soon rodressed as discovery is made

of it, the Company's trade can never be carried on to their

most advantage. Interlopors must be suppressed in England.

A

1; Hedges, Vol. II, p. 115. 3. Hodges, $01, I, o. 83

2. Orme, Fra;nonts, p. 152.





I

J
l .‘

JTis imposziole to be ions tee will.13 1'3 C

. I

grow upon us witnout effort."

5 o zaily

On Aug. 2, IQST the COJDJUY were authorize! to exer

cise Admirilty Jurisdiction in Bombiy. This act was aimei

directly at interloping, to enaale the Company to seize ani

confiscate their ships and goods. A jui;e from England was

sent out to erect such a court. in 1654 an important case

was tried before the King's Bench. Lord Cnief Justice Pol-_

lexien, summing up in too case of Sanfis, declared tout the

' Statute of Slward Ill enacted that the seas shouli be open

for all merchants to pass with their merchandize WuOICCVGr

they pleased, that all monopolies were against the common

law, according to 21 Jae. I, c. 3, and finally test the

grant of any sole trade was contrary to Hagan Carts? But it

it was decided that toe Crown had a right to grant exclu

sive privileges, and that such a right hni been repeatedly

aoquiescel in by oorliament. The Court of Directors trusted

that this decision could completely 'ralicite an evil a-l

gainst which tney nal strug;1el i so many years'

On the accession of James ll ( 1385 ) the Court of

Directors resolved to prosecute 4S interlopors before the

court of King's Beech. James showed his good will by send

ing out a ship of war to seize all interlopers. This same

year Jeffreys pronounced 1 decision in favor of tne Company.

_——-_---—-----_- . __-_---__-__-_- .._.- J- - _ -—- --—---—--__ ---_ _- -__ __

l- Hedjes, Vol. I, p. 139.

2. Hacphorson, Vol. II, pp. 613-4.
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This is styled as a " connected and elaborate legal argu-'

ment, respectable both for learning and for talentgaltbough

some of the grounds on which he relies seem singularly in

efficient, there are others which,would leave the question

considered as a dry point of law in a state of ambiguity."l(

A code of martial law was to be enforced against the inter

lopers about Bombay and Surat. Apr. 2; 1686 James granted

the Company a new charter which commenced as follows: " Where

as several persons have of late years presumed without

license from the Company to send out ships and trade witnin

their limits, perceiving the necessity of redressing disor-_

dors and improving trade to the utmost, satisfied tnat such

a trade can only be carried on by Joint stock .il. ratifies

all previous charters and grants."2

All the efforts of king, the Court of Directors,

and their servants in India were unable to keep those adven

turers in check. They continued to follow their illicit traf

fic with varying success. With every important episode in

Indian attairs they care more or loss connected. Their con

neotion with an insurrection at Bombay, and their even

greater influence in Bengal will appear later. Sir Josiah

Child's attitude toward then continued to be that of oitter

hostility, and is admiraoly expressei in a letter to Fort

St. George, written toward the close of the Child period

1; Grant, History, 9. 188.

Q. Hacphcrson, Vol. II, p. 6?4.
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,( 1689 ), " The intorlopers and other maligners of the Com

pany are very busy and pretend great matters they will do

shortly by complaints of the Comnany's management, a light

ness and vanity which they have always abounded in, especial

ly upon every change of government or lesser changes of minis

ters of state or favorites. But their boastings have always

come to naught. and so they will now, all governments being

wiser than to be swayed by such irregular vain men, tho"

they may sometimes seem to give them a little continuance

[or reasons not to he mentioned, as also for the enlargement

of thnir own understandings in so oestruse an affair as that

of the East Indies is to nobleman and gentlemen that have

not been conversant in business of that nature." ‘

The most significant part of Sir Josiah Child's

policy in connection with India was his tendency toward

the erection of an English power in tho East. The signifi-l

canon of his work can be rcalizod in a measure after exam

inin (I? the policies of his real successors, Clive and Hast~l

ings. In his attempt to carry out this policy he was far

in advance of his time. Child realized what none of the Com

pany's servants were wise enough to foresee until the a;

pearanco of Robert Clive, viz. the ultimate domination of

India by the English. It was evident to his broad and far

seeing intellect that the English could not trade success

fully.in the East unless they were better protected from

the natives with whom they came in contact. If the London

~_.-.-----.- .--—__-_------“—_-—-_-n—-__-_----—-._-——~ ” “- .-.~ "-1.- _—-

l; Hedges, Vol. ll, p. 118.
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East India Company was to prosper, it could not bow down to

ovary princo who happonod to cross its path, nor could it

contribute vast sums from its troasury to satisfy his cap

?ioe. without a strong political footing in the East, the

Company were simply a number of speculators, now making huge

profits, now seeing the gains of years swallowed up by some

revolution in indian politics, utterly powerless to stem

the current of affairs. It was tho establishmont of political

power and prestige in too dost which had placed tho Dutch

at the head of the Europeans trading tnerc. Sir Josiah

Child realized tnis, and again and again reverted to tneir

policy in justifying nis own course of conduct. In endeavor

ing to carry out lines of policy whion he felt to be abso~_

lutelj necessary, Sir Josiah Child called down upon his

heal a torrent of abuse from all sides. Had he been suc-'

ccssiul, this might not have been the case, but the 61

polloi of an; age are only too ready to throw mud at a man

who, in carrying out ideas not common to his time, but evin

oing far reaching statesmanship, throu£h lack of coopora

tion, or simpl] because he is too far in advance of his

time, is finally forced to acknowledge defeat, although

not through any lack of effort on his part.

It is necessary to rememoor that at the commence-_

mznt of this psrici the London East India Compang possessed

but two patches of territory in India, comprising at the
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most 10 sq. mi., the island of Bombay and the peice of ground

on which Fort St. George stood. The questien that confron

ted Sir Josiah Child, believing in the necessity of strength

ing English prestige in the country was how to bring about

this result. His policy was a close imitation oi Dutch

methods, and consisted of an attempt to strengthen exist-‘

ing settlements by adecuite fortificatians and garrisons,

to make the settlements defray the charges of these by a

system of revenues exacted from the natives whom they pro

tected, and lastly to exact strict obedience from the ser—

vants of the Company in India who must be entrusted witn

the management of the scheme. He sounds the keynote of his

policy in the following to Fort St. George: " That which

we promise ourselves flrom our new president and council

is that they will establish such a polity of civil and mili

tary power and create and secure such a large revenue

to maintain both at that place as may be the foundation of

a large, well grounded, sure English dominion in India FOR

ALL TIME TO COME.£‘

By means of these fortifications and garrisons the

Company were not only to maintain themselves against any

further encroachment on the part of native governors or

princes, but as soon as they were in a posture of defense

they were to retaliate upon the natives who had taken ad-‘

1, Hedges, Vol. 11, p. 117.
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vantage of their former weakness. As early as 1683, Sir

Josiah Child wrote to Madras, " We would have you strengthen

and fortify our town by degrees that it may be terrible a-‘

gainst the assault of any Indian prince, and the Dutch power,

if we should hapoen to have any difference with them hereaf

ter. JtIn 1687, when Aurangzeb and the Sultan of Golconda

were waging war against each other, Child defined the relations

of the English with their neighbor to be as follows: " As for

the king of Golconda, we own him for our good friend, ally

and confederate and sovereign of all that country, except-‘

ing the small territory belonging to Madras, of which we

claim the sovereignty and Will maintain and defend against

all persons, and govern by our own laws without any appeal

to any prince or potentate whatsoever except our Sovereign

Lord, the King. If ever he break with you .... we require

you to defend yourselves by arms, and from that time re

nounce paying him any more tribute; it being strange to us

that while he is oppressed by the Mughal on the one hand,

and by a poor handful of Dutchmen on the other, you should

make yourselves so timorous and fearful of asserting our

own king's Just right and prerogative to that important

place. 2 Reinforcements were sent out to Bombay on the west

ern coast as early as the season of 1680-1, and the Company's

1, Wheeler,Madras Records, p. 129.

20 do 165—60
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servants were instructed to see to it that its fortifications

were adequate for the protection of the Company's goods

and servants.

Sir Josiah Child was the first man in England who

appeared to have formed a just conception of what ought to

be the relations between the English and natives. One of

the most significant detiils of his policy is expressed in

the following: " We send you herewith this ... the Dutch re

lation of their conquest of Macassar, that you may observe

with how few forces of their own with the help of Burgesses

they accomplished that great exploit, and learn from them

1

how to serve your country by means of natives. " In this

can be seen the beginnings of that English policy which e-_

nabled them later to secure and maintain their hold upon

the Indian Empire, 1. e. their use of native soldiers comman

ded by English officers.

As early as Sept. 20, 1632 Sir Josiah Child wrote

to Madras, " Our meaning as to the revenue of the town is

that one way or another, by Dutch, Portuguese, or Indian

methods it should be brought to defray at least the whole

constant charge of the place which is essential to all gov

ernments in the world. People protected ought in all parts

of the universe in some way or other to defray the charge

of their protection and preservation from wrong and vio-’

—_-_..____-_—_—_____-__-___-_-__-—--_-—_---_--—--_--_—-_—___-_-_~_

1. Hedges, Vol. II, pp. 117-8.
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lance." This order lo: tno estuuiisnment of a system of

taxes was repeated again and again. Cyffcrd was at that time

the govornor, and was knotn as " our too easy agent ". Ho

expostulated with the Court of Directors in London, endeav

oring to show how diiiioult it would be to enforce any

SJGh system. In 1684 positive orders were sent out for rais

ing a " contribution ", but ware not onioroci until 1683.

Tnis delay was occasioned partly by the tine required in

transmitting tho orders, and partly by tho hesitation of

the Company's seivunts in carrying out instructions. The

result was a strike on the part of the natives employefi by

the Company and a closing oi the snops. The sorvnnts of the

Company, however, had been inspired with sufficifint courage

by too dooidai stand taken oy their employer- in London,

and a proclamltion was issued that if the hOJdS or ouieis

of tho castes did not submit before sunset, their houses

would be pulled down, tho ground on which inoy woro built

would to sold, and they and their families banished from

the town forever. The rosult of this deoioeu action Justified

Lhili's positive orlero. The chiefs submitted; Child had

underatood tho nativQ character better than Gyffard. This

swuoailed contrioution was evidently not tho beginning of

a regular rovonuo system. As late as June 9, 1%86 Child

wzoto to Madras, " This pro and con between us and you

1; wheeler, Madras Records, pp. 157-8

2. do p. 151.





.... Let us have no more of it ... A revenue we will have

aliquo mode for that infinite charge we have been at to

raise that townfrom so despicable a condition as it was

..

when we settled there. hith your leave we will have a ground

rent and a small poll money for every head, as the Dutch

have at Batavia.IL Similar measures for the collection of

revenues at Bombay were enacted and sent out to their ser

vmits. These measures were carried out with less opposition

but perhaps with less thoroughness.

As a part of this phase of policy is also to be

noted Child's attempt to incorporate Madras on the basis

of an English city. This was tae great domestic event in

the governorship of Elihu Yale. It is a curious coincidence

not without its significance that about 1861 a similar plan

was laid before the Eadras government by the Sanitary Re

form Committee in this presidency. The idea of municipal

government was not borrowed directly from English institu

tions, but WAS originally taken from the Dutch government

in the East. Child himself ekplains his purpose in the fol

lowing: " Our design in the whole is to set up the Dutch

government among the English in the Indies ( than which a

better cannot be invented ) for the good of posterity and

to put us uson an equal footing of power with them, to of-'

fend or defend or enlarge the English dominion and unite

1. Wheeler, ladras Records, o. 157.
L





tne strength of oJr lttlOfl uazcr one entire dnl aosoluto

command suoject to us; as :e are ans ever Shill so most

dutifully to our oxn sovereign. * March 12, 1387 Gail: Jiitli

on His Majesty James II, anJ outalnel a cuartar for the ln~

corporation of Ladrds, an! in Septcmocr 1335 the corporati

on was fairly established.

Chili's porsonal relations witn tn? servants of tho

Compiny in India did much to further tho interests of the

London 21;t lxiia Conoany. It is a curious coincidence

that during this period t»\ Comoiny possessei so many stron;

energetic coaraotors ix India, such a galaxy as aspeared

neither before nor after, not until toe Clive Period. It

would sac; as if he infusoi a new life, a new soirit into

the Company. He exact d strict ooedioxco to all orders,

and the sorr¢1ts of the Company in India knew the penaltios

of disoJofiieAcb. From taking a firm stlnd as the result of

orders to tnat effect, many of the Comaany's servants went

beyond duty and sesame men of action after Child's own

heart. Tno Com;1n; lost am aole servant in Streynsham Master

but Child would not retain any sorvant who would not obey

his orlers, even thou1h the? were often QVPTJGtfifij and

insulting. Child lsscrioes him as following a strain of

errors, prlio and OffBlCQ. Ho Wds a man of tnc Czili type,

but " in JD evil hour he engage} ii an unequal combat with

.~-_____\_---__-.--~-_-----_------‘-n-----—--_-_-_-----_----_-_---

1. Wheeler, halrns Recoris, pp. 203-4.
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ins superior, and he fell tns victim of 1 pride wnicn has

ruined tnousands-l" Excessive drinking, swearing, cursing,

and poitempt oi governmant were unpardanable sins in tnc

Company's service. Child felt that insulting overbearing

letters were necessary to get tna agents oit of ineir old

forms ani cavilling w;y of writing, perverting, miscons

struing, procrastinating,oo neglecting plain and direct

orders. It was such faults an tncsv which camsei him to

make change after change in in) pcrfianfinl of the various

councils. In 1697 he wrote that he hope: that there souli

be no nqefi of such changes hareaftur, but taxi " your Wall

understandinq and performance of our orders will cause u§

to chanfie the style of our lettnzs to you as Nd icyed to

havn done before this, for wéich we morc nirnssti_ QOblrfi

a fit occasion t‘an you can ynursalvas."2'

Tfie ty,e of man which please! Jir Josmu. will; is

descritei at same lenvth in his reascns for the advance

ment of Mr. Hiiiinsor to be second in council at Fort St.

George in 1897. Mr. Higginson was the kind of a serVant

wfiom Cnili :eligntei to honor with positions of trust and

responsibility. Child'g erpariewse hai taiqht him tfiat 01~

1y a maa of learning, well read in the histsry of the Greeks

and Romans, " vita a good stock of natural partsg" was fit

tei for governmrnt. " It is not being uiei A :0" in India,

|___
——~~_-..-~_--—---_--——--_‘--_~__-_-..---'-.-~-___-*~--”—--_ --—__ _-_- o

1. Jbecler, Mairas Recalls, p, 126. _. UAaclvr, Madras, p. 195.
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or studying long tnera 1nd speaking the lan uage, and un

1 .

derslandin; critically the trade of the place " wnich fit—

ted a man for such a post as the second in council at Fort

St. George, although he would not oelittlc such qualifica

tions so far as conducting trade was concerned. But the case

was altered. The Company-was no longer a more trading com

pany, but was forned"into the candition of a sovereign state

in India, that we may offend or defend oarselves and panisn

.p-u

all that injur: us in india as the Dutch d "F)

IIv?

.L

(1
Child's tendency toxari the election of a1 EXGLI

DOMIJIQU In lJDlA FOh ALL TIME TO QUAE apocared throughout

the whole course of eVefltS in India, the details of x tbh

will appear as the history of the period is narrated.
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b)

CHAPIZR IV}

SIR JOKE CHILD ABEOIJTZD IT IJDIZ ( 13j1 )

RY OUT HIS BHOFJZE'S OLDJhS-DIFFEidtr VIJJS OF HIS CHARAC

TER-EARLY YEARS OF THE PRESIDZKCY A? IQLLIQJ AP
(“Y F n 1~r1

.JU HA 1 -1“;

BOMBAY.

In 1351 Surat was rostoroi to the rank of a presi

dency, and John Child, toe former agent, xjs raisoi to the

rank of presidflntt John Child WHS a brother of Sir Josian,

the govornor of the Lonion East India Company, and tnere

can be no doubt out tnat his apoointmon gas the rasJlt

of his brotner's paramount influoaoe over the Court of Qi

rectors.TAis fact is furtzcr attosteJ by the tacit under

standing cxioting ontwocn tno two brothers in carrying out

their subsequent limos of polio]. Thoonemies of the Company

can__
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recognized the close relations existing between the two men

and blaimed one as much as the other for their apparent

arbitrary conduct.

0! John Child's career previous to his appointment

as agent at Surat, little is known. He appears to have been

sent out to India before he was ten years old, and to have

spent the following eight years at Rajapur under an uncle

named Goodshaw who was the head of the Company's factory

there. Child is said to have subsequently been instrumental

in procuring the dismissal of his uncle from his post [or

dishonesty and to have succeeded him as superintendent of

the factory at the age of twenty four. Rajapur was subor

dinate to Surat, and it was natural that the next promotion

result in his appointment as agent therel
( l680 )

John Child was probably an inferior man to his

brother, Sir Josiah. He had spent his whole life in India,

and was, therefore, little acquainted with the world out-‘

side. He seems to have inherited that Child spirit which

characterized the whole career of his brother, and showed

himself an able exponent of his brother's ideas in India.

He could supply what his brotheo lacked, viz. a wide know-_

ledge of native affairs. John resided in lndia, his brother

in London, and it was natural that he be chosen to make

a practical test of Sir Josiah's theories of government.

-—-_--—_—_-_-_-___- -.__-<-.-——__—--——__ @__.-_.._- .-.--_.-_-. _...---v_.- ——— —.

1; Dictionary of National Biography, Vol. X, p. 243.
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1210 two brothers formed, as it were, a coalition which $100k

Irudian politics to their very foundations,~

Different views of John Child's character have

been entertained by the writers who have dealt with this

peariod, Bruce, the Company's annalist, naturally represents

Isoth brothers as acting from the best of motives, with an

eye single to the Company’s good. " The precautions and

pnsblio principles on which Sir John Child acted under criti

cal circumstances discover a high sense of duty and provi-4

dent concern for the interests of the Companylf" The ene-_

mice of the Company, notably the interlopers, of whom Ham~_

ilton is one of the ablest representatives, accused Child,

of almost every crime on the calendar, Hamilton has a good

word to say for all of Child's predecessors in office, but

can find no redeeming quality in John Child. " After Cov

ernor Child had gotten the reins of government again into

2

his hands, he became more insupportable than ever, " It

was natural that this noted interloper should take this at

titude as it was under the Child administration that he and

his associates were so actively persecuted, Raynal, fol-‘

lowing Hamilton styles Child as " avaricious, turbulent,

and savage, " Anderson writes, " Sir John was really anx—

ious to promote the Company's interests, and as their poli

cy was unprincipled, he was quite ready to make it his ,..

19' BI'UCOp Vol, II. Po2, Hamilton, Vol, I, p, 190.
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He was a deooiver and cppressor for their sakes .... His

l

system of administration was essentially dishonest} "

John Child, assisted by a council of eight, was to

manage affairs on the western coast of lndla with his head

quarters at Surat. The second in council was to have charge

of the Persian trade, and one of the other members, who

was to be appointed at the discretion of the president,

was to be Beputy-floverncr of Bombay. Accompanying these in

structions the Court of Directors ordered the reestablish

ment of the factory at Karwar, and were ready to establish

factories at ports where English trade had not yet been

introduced. This attempt was made to obviate a prejudice

against the Company of recent origin, viz. that the Company

were not carrying out the widest possible extension of trade

in accordance with the stipulations of their charters.

This same year the Court of Directors sent out instructions

to Surat to establish a circuit of exchanges betwcen the

gulls of Arabia and Persia. This, too, was done with the

hope of increasing trade, but the results at this attempt

were inconsiderable. The factories on the western coast

prospsrad under the able management of Surat. The,cargoes

for England in 1681-2 consisting of cloths, pepper, carda

mcns, and cassia lignum were valued at l, 065, 932 rupees?

_--—-<--—--—_-- -.--.--_~---—-_----—-_-——-_--_---_~-—.—-—---an.--_-.

1. Anderson. palioétrr;

2. Bruce, Vol. ll, p. 472,
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In 1682-3 the Court assorted that the amount of stock sent‘

out to India this season was larger than over before, and

would amount to above 1,000,000 sterling} Surat sent home

this season six ships with a cargo valued at 14,185,000

rupees?

The natives, however, did not allow the English to

carry on their traffic in peace, Sambhaji, RaJa, the Mar

atha ruler and Aurangzob, the Mughal Emperor, were still

J

engaged in active hostilities, and Surat and Bombay suffered

because of their proximity to the field of operations, Au

rangzeb equipped a fleet against his son Akbar who had

united with Sambhaji, and the English found themselves in

anything but an enviable position, They were forced to

withdraw their factory at Ra:3apur which belonged to Sambha<_

J1, but they endeavored to keep on friendly terms with the

great chieftain. The Siddi, the Mughal's hereditary admiral,

had to be kept in a good humor on account of the proximity

of the royal fleet. Interruptions to merchants were there

fore frequent, and it was exceedingly difficult to secure

goods for the outgoing vessels on account of the unsettled

state of the country, The Portuguese, not so skillful in

maintaining neutrality, had brought down upon their settle

ments the Maratha forces by offending their chieftain,

The interlopors were as active as ever. The con-l

_—___________.‘_____----—__‘_-_________-,__-...__—____________—_—__—_

1; Bruce, Vol, II, p, 477.

2. do p. 488.
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duct. of two of the Company' servants, Petit and Boucher, in

enccndraging these traders brought about their dismissal from

the Cbmpany's service. This addition to the ranks of the inter

1<x>ers Was a great stimulus to the cause of illicit traffic

on the western coast. In 1682-3 the Company felt it necessary

to Inaintain a native envoy at the Mughal's court to counter

act the schemes of these interlopers, and lamented the addition

al expense of 400 rupees per annum which was forced upon them

by these trouolescme personages. The interlopers published

throughout the country that they were employed my a new com

pany and were authorized to pay customs without reserve. The

effect of this was to lessen the confidence of the natives

and to raise the price of Indian commodities. But a proof of

the continued prosperity of the Company is the fact that their

stock sold in 1683 at 360 to 500%.

The most important episode in the history of the Eng

lish on the western coast during the early years of John Child‘s

administration at Surat was the insurrection of Richard Keig-.

win. commander of the Company's garrison at Bomeay, which

broke out Dec. 27, 1683. " The source of this and its first

appearances threatened the whole of the Company's settlements

with ruin, and particularly endangered the English interests

on the West coast} " In 1680 Keigwin,who had been governor

at St. Helena, had been " engaged to proceed" to Bombay with

1. Bruce, v01. 11, p. 512.
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the rank of captain—lieutenant, and was to bring with him

70 soldiers and 18 picnes of small 0rd nance. The order for

his having a seat in the Bombay council was revoked the fol

lowing season. He had fought a successful naval action with

Marathas toward the close of 1679, and had shown himself a

man of courage and military ability. " Seeing ourselves alone

Capt. Minchin and myself encouraged our soldiers and seamen,

admonishing them what a disgrace it would be to Christians

to be prisoners to heathen, but courageously to defend and

fight the enemy bravely, they unanimously said they would live

and die with us.16

Keigwin assisted by Ensign Thornburn suddenly seized

Ward, the Deputy-Governor of Bombay, and annuled the authority

of the Company, declaring the island to be under the authority

of the king of England. Bombay had been a part of the dowry of

Catharine of Braganza, and had been merely leased to the Com

pany. By this act, therefore, Keigvin appealed to the real

owner of the island, the king. The garrison and inhabitants

of Bombay supported the insurgents and elected Keigwin Cov

ernor. The London East India Company was not to be molested

in its trade if it agreed to acknowledge the king's government

as proclaimed. Keigwin seized the Hunter frigate and the Com

pany's ship Return, which contained considerable treasure,

and declared that this would be used only for the defense of

..--------___~-_-_--------------_------_----.--_‘_-_- __-- __ -- --._ ___._-—

lo Hedges, V010 II, p.
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the king's island and government.

In 1681-2 the expenses of Bombay had been limited to

72,000 xerafinslcer annum. The following season the sddlers

and inhabitants murmured because of the dearness of provisions

which had resulted from the possession of the island of Kenery

by the fleet of Sambhaji, and the consequent exposure of Bom

bay to atbcks and danger by the harbor being constantly oo

cupied by the Mughal admiral. The small wages of the garrison

were inadequate for supplying them with the bare necessities

of life Mien provisions were so scarce. The Directors in Eng-_

land dissaproved of several allowances to military officers,

and even reduced the rate of exchange at which common soldiers

as well as they were paid. The Company alleged that the cost

of the fortifications and establishments at Bombay had necessi

tated these measures of extreme retrenchment, especially with

regard to the pay of the soldiers and the position and pros

pects of the officers? The garrison had been so reduced and

authority was so lax that the troops wehe in a state border

ing on insubordination. Capt. Keigwin had applied for subsis—

tence money, as there was no Company's table and he had been

allowed 25 rupees per month only after much altercation with

__-____-__— --.- —--_-<-<___-__-_-.-_-_-.___.__ __—__-___---__-_._-—-

1.Xerafin, " a silver coin at one time issued in Goa,india,

by Portuguese authority: Value about 75 cents. "-Standard Diet.

p.

2. Bruce, Vol. ii, p. 513.
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Hard, the Deputy-Governor, But even this allowance was ordered

to be refunded, and this parSimcnious measure added another

source of discontent, This was undoubtedly the main cause of

the revolt,;lt certainly originated in a too severe attack

upon the pocket-books of the Company's garrison,

An qaen outbreak was likewise encouraged by he inter-,

lopers who were so numerous that they could not fail to get

at

infomation of the state of affairs, Sir Thomas Crqdham, who

took :"2. an active part in suppressing the mutiny,claimed

that he saw letters in Keigwin's own hand which showed a con—

nection with Petit and Boucher as encouragers of his design}:

It has been suggested by some that the unsettled state of af-l

fairs in England i, e, the attempts to form a rival East India

Company, and the consequent rumors and reports which reached

India tended to diminish respect for the London East India

Company in the eyes of their own servants, and the Directors

chose an unfavorable moment for reducing expenses at Bombay,

The revolters, in letters to the king of England and

the Duke of York, intimated that the selfish schemes of Sir

Josiah Child in England and of his brother, Mr, John Child,

President of Surat, of whom the Deputy-Governor, Mr, Ward,

was an instrument only, had been the real cause of their con—_

2

duct, There can be no doubt that the orders for the lessening

_-__--_-_-___—-__—-__.___~_, ..-_.__..-_._._.~,---.-__ __--.- _-_-__~-—_ ---___--—

l; Hedges, Vol, II, p, 165.

2, Bruce, Vol, II, p, 514.
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of charges, both civil and military, were carried out in that

uncompromising arbitrary manner so characteristic of the Childs.‘

Orme asserts that the orders of the Company were " positive
I

I

and were enforced with pertinacity. "

As soon as the news of the revolt reached Surat, Presi

dent Child appointed three commissioners to treat with the in

surgents, and to endeavor to persuade them to return to their

allegiance by promises of pardon and a redress of grievances.

These negotiations continued for a month without any settle-‘

ment being reached. President Child tried visiting the island

in person, but succeeded no better. In fact, it was against

'him and his brother that their animosity was directed, " to

whose influence they ascribed not only the sufferings which had

driven them to the measures which they had taken, but all the

evils of which they and the greater part of the inhabitants

of Bombay complained.2" These conferences lasted until March

of the following year. It was impossible for the President to

use coercive measures to bring the rebels to terms as the crews

of the vessels employed in visiting the island, although open-.

ly assisting the Company, could not be relied upon in case of

active measures being taken against their comrades, who were

of the same blood and from the same country. Three ships were

therefore sent to England and two of the Company's servants

l; Orme, Fragments, p. 186.

2. Bruce, Vol; II, pp._515-l6.
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were stationed on the island of Kenery and two at the Portu-‘

guess settlement of Vesava to direct the captains of ships

not to go into Bombay harbor, but to proceed to Swally, the

port of Surat.

When the Court of Directors in London had received

detailed information of all that had taken place in Bombay, a

committee of secrecy was appointed to consult with the king

as to what measures might be taken for the recovery of the is

land. In August, 1684, this committee, consisting of the Gov-l

ernor, Deputy-Governor, Sir Benjamin Bathurst, Sir Jeremy Sam

brook, and Mr. Joseph Herne, submitted a carefully prepared

report to the king, in which they attempted to justify their

own conduct and that of their servants in India. They compared

the condition of the Dutch and English soldier in the Haste;

The latter received more pay in the London East India Company's

service than a Dutch inferior officer. The Company had always

tried to deal fairly with its servants, but the charges of

their fortifications rendered a dimunition of Lam neces

sary. These fortifications had been the result of a laudable

desire to improve the condition of the island after it had been

entrusted to them by His Majesty Charles II. It was the sche-_

mes of the interlopers which lay at the root of the matter,

particularly Petit and Bouoher, for they had revived the quea-_
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tion against the prerogative of His Majesty, whether a grant

from the Crown without-the authority of parliament could give

exclusive privileges to the London East India Company.§This

clause could not fail to have its effect upon a Stuart king,

and Charles II was no exception to his predecessors. The report'

concluded with three requests (1) that a commission be issued

under the Great Seal for restoring Bombay to the Company, (2)

that pardon be offered to the rebels with the exception of the

four ringleaders, Keigwin, Thornburn, Capt. iddorton, and Lieut.

Fletcher, (5) that His Majesty issue a proclamation ordering

all interlopers to leave India under severe penalties}f

That part of the request which pertained to the re-'

duction of Bombay was immediately granted, and Charles II is-'

sued an order to the mutineers to deliver the island to Child'

or to any of the Company's servants who should be entrusted

with the negotiations. A general pardon was to he offered to

the mutineers, with the exception of the four ringleaders.

Along with these instructions the Court of Directors appoint- _

ed John Child to be Captain General and Admiral of the Com-‘

pany's sea and land forces, and Thos. Grantham to be Vice Ad-I

miral. They received orders to assemble afleet and to proceed

to Bombay and to intimate the King's orders to Keigwin and

his associates. In case of a refusal to submit, they were to

be branded as traitors and mutineers, a council of war was to

--—co----~--_—---__-—--~-—_-——-_~~---_--------_-cn -—---_ -uu_~---_ - -

1. Bruce, Vol. II, pp 524-5.
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be summoned and a reward was to be offered for the apprehension

of the ringleaders, i. e. 4000 rupees for Keigwin, 4000 for

Ensign Thornburn, 2000 for Capt. Adderton, and 2000 for Lieut.

Fletcher. To stimulate their servants, the Company offered pen

sions to those who should be wounded in the struggle and a1-,

Iowances to the wives of the slain.1

The secret'committee advised their servants to try every

expedient to win back the mutineers before resorting to force.

In case of ageneral pardon being granted before the arrival of

these orders, the four ringleaders were to be carefully watched,

and if they showed any further indications of stirring no se-,

dition, were to be tried and executed. For the better preser—

vation of the government of the island, the President and Coun-‘

oil were to remove the seat of authority from Surat to Bombay,

and were also to act against interlopers?'

L. - £1 The condition of affairs in Bombay remained practi-l

cally unchanged while all this was being transacted in London._

it is true that the Company's_ship,“Return,'which had been dis~,

patched by the mutineers to Petit at Surat, fell into the hands

of the Company. The treasure, however, remained in the hands

of Keigwin. He had not been idle during this interval, but'showed

himself an able governor of the island. He had negotiated a

treaty with Sambhaji for free trade throughout his dominions,

and had secured a debt of 12,000 pagodas? which the Maratha

----._.-- —- --—-_—-—.--__—-——_-___-__--———_——_—--——-____—_--_—_ _-.-_—

1; Bruce, v01. 11, pp. 526-1.

2. do 527-8.

5. About r 24,000.,
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had owed the Company for some time. The trade of the Company

was in a critical condition as the natives were unable to dis

tinguish between the true Company and the mutineers.

John Child showed himself a true servant of the Com-_

pany at this time, and did not allow the unsettled state of ai

fairs to entirely interrupt trade. He even established a factory

at Tellicherry in addition to making up an investment~for Europe.

At this Junoture Dr. St. John, the Judge Advocate, arrived in

India, 15 Sept., 1664, and established an Admiralty Court at

Surat, In order to terrify the revolters at Bombay, they were

informed that their case would come under his jurisdiction, and

they would, therefore, be treated more summarily than in England.

On his arrival Dr. St. John submitted a report of the

state of affairs to the king of England. This was filled with

fulsome flattery of the conduct of President Child and his as-'

sociates, and is in direct contrast to his attitude soon after,

when he had ceased to be on friendly terms with the President.

“ His experience here, his ability, Judgement, true loyalty,

and jealous disposition for Your Majesty's and the English na-,

tion's concerns, are to the admiration and content of all your

Majesty's loyal subjects in India. ..... I have never met with

a more zealous subject of your Majesty than this Honorable

John Child. He often declares that he would sacrifice unto

your Majesty and in your service the last drop of his blood,
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he is uneasy and impatient to see your Majesty dishonored and

villificd by all the rebels of Bomcay and interlcpers, etc, J

After an attentive examination of the conduct of Child, he had

reached the conclusion that the intortopers were thc'dausa

causans"of the rebellion, and that no other motives had in

fluenced Keigwin, whom he termed the Oliver and Protector of

the island of Bombay except plunder and rebellion, He conclu

ded with an urgent appeal to the king to appoint Child to be

the King's Admiral in India with full powers to seize and

bring to Justice all interlopers whatsoever, Unless the king

empowered the Con>any to take more active measures a;ainst the

Portuguese and Dutch, and especially against the intorlopers

in India, the Company's trade would not continue three years,

The arrival of Sir Thomas Grantham changed entirely

the face of affairs, Sir Thomas had been sent out the previ

ous season to recover Bantam from the Dutch, but finding on

arriving there that the English factors had left with all their

possessions and that his forces were inadequate to check the

tide of affairs, collected what pepger he could, and sailed for

Persia to examine into the status of the Company tnerc, and

endeavor if possible by a show of force to bring His Highness

the Shah to terms, His force again was not suffictent to ace

the Persian ruler, as tna DJtCh had anticipated him witn a

much larger armament, He now directed his course to Surat, and

arrived just in the nick of time, 13 Oct,, 1864, After consult

_-~---—-_—qn__-—_~—-—--______-_-__.. ._..s _-._.__-~-~_- _- ~- —- fl — _ — unu- - — -—-.—

l, Hedges, Vol, II, ppe 153-1,
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lng with President Child, he decided to procned to Bombay, and

left Swally the soul of October, arriving in Bombay the a: or

November.

The next morning Grantham lanied, ant was met at the

wharf by several soldiers and some officers. He asked for Capt-1

ain Keignin, and was Immediately usherei into his presence. Tnen

Iollowei a series of negotiations, an exchange of letter after

latter, and finally on th: lOtn Grantham signed a gonaral par-v

don upon his own torus, by which the mutineers agrood to redoli-.

var the island and the treasure. consisting of twolve bags of

gold. This sum was conveyed on board Grontham‘s ship, and the

next morning Grantham again betook himself to the fort where

the soldlers wero drawn up by Kelgwin, who road them tno propo

sed terms of surronier. A sconeof mutiny followed. Hith a snout

of " No governor but Keigwln ", a scuno of confusion folloxod,

and Grant.am himself narrowly escaped being murdered. " Ono Har-,

wood, a soldier with a pistol laion with a braco of bullets in

tho crow} Just by me, presented it to my back, but ono Capt Flet

cher, a captain of tnoirs, Doing noxt to me, arcing the samo 1n

the moment, carint holi of it and preventoi the rogue of his de

sign. A As soon as it was dark and the excitement had subsidod,

Grantham got out of the fort and went on board, where ha staid

until the 19th, still keeping us a secret correspondence with

Xeigwln by means of fishing boats, and " kept the stone rol

ling till it [all into its rtgnt cantor? "

l. Heiqes, VOI- II, p. D80. 2. He gas, Vol. II, p. 170.
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The condition of affairs on the island during this in-‘

terval of four days may be learned from the letters exchanged.

Many of the insurgents had been filled with strong brandy,

that they might be the more easily persuaded to continue in

their design. 15 Nov., Caryswrote to Grantham, ' By my obser-'

vations since you left the shore the operation of the strong

brandy is almost at its period, the ring-leaders of the giddy-I

heaied rabble beginning to understand their case better than

they did, and are now sending Capt. Nichols off to you with

their propositions.l“ Keigwin himself was in danger of his

life, if his own statements can be trusted. Nov. 16, he wrote,

" In a little time hope to compose this unhappy difference.

Two of the principal men I have convinced, and are wonderful

ly penitent for opposing me, and are now my instruments for

working upon the rest.2" It was not until the 17th or 18th

that Keigwin saw his way clear to effecting a surrender. He

writes, " I thank God I have our soldiers"and people's con-l

sent to desire you to come on shore and settle the government.

4 1

There is not now a dissenting person. "

The terms of the surrender guaranteed a full and ample

pardon to all the revolters, the ringleaders included, hie pos

session of flieir estates, and a passage to England, if they

desired it. Keigwin took passage with Grantham for Surat. Here

-~---_—-----—_——--___---_--._--__——-._—_.-___-_.-.--._-_-.__._- ----._ _.-—--..

1d Hedges, Vol. ii, p. 174. Z. Capt. Cary was last governor

2. do p. 176. of king on island, sent to treat

4. do p. with Marathas during insurrection.
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he did not restrain his invectives against John Child, but he

soon left the country for England. The revolt had lasted eleven

monhhs, during which period not a drop of blood had been shed

except a slight wound inflicted upon Keigwin by Thornburn in a

drunken quarrel. But very little property had been destroyed.

During the whole interval Keigwin had shown himself a self-re-_

strained and able leader.

The easy terms imposed upon the mutineers were not re- '

garded with entire satisfaction by the authorities at Surat. l5

Jan.,1685, the following was penned to the-Court of Directors

in London, in all probability by John Child, " Although Sir Thos.

Grantham and etc. may have given a full account ... concerning

the reducing of Bombay, yet we think it not amiss to send you

copy of the mutineers"proposals made to Sir Thos. Grantham,

wherein your honors will see their impudence and rank naughti- I

ness to the last. Keigwin, the notorious rascal, is on board of

the Charles the Second as impudent as Hell, glorying in his ro- '

guery, being secured under Sir Thomas's protection, with whom

he designs for England. We cannot see but what he will get out

of our hands, but indeed it's ten thousand pities he should as

cape the halter, being the very false rascal without whom the

revolt in Bomsay would not have been: "

Tne Herald's Office account represents Sir Thos.,Cran-‘

tham's proceedings on a much grander scale. He cut off 22 of

the revolters' ships, and landing the 22nd of November, with

_-_-__—-—-_ __—_—_--—_~. -_---—----_—____-_-—-_-~_-_—-_-____--__.-
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250 men in the night, surprised the oasiio and fort, wnich nod

114 poioes of cannon mounted, waking himsalf master thereof,

whereupon ho released Mr. Ward fro: his oonfinomont, rotriovod

to the value of 12,000 1. of the Company's troasura toot had

been treacheronsly soizoi in the ship"Roturn§'1nd in short

showed himsolf everywhere a hero. Tno falsity of this report

is attested by all authorities.

This episodo cannot well be dismissed without a briof

notice of tho fate of Thornborn. Several of too writers on the

period, notaoly tnoso hostile to ino Company, accuse Child of

cruelty and bAIOdrity in his prooeodin; a;llnst this insurgent.

Thornburn, being a martial min, was unaole to leavo India im-‘

mollatoly, and tarriod to sottlo up his affairs. On sou: charge

or otner ho wos thrown into prison, where he languisnol and

died. No doctor was allowed to visit him, altnoxgn his wife

and chili bosought Chili to grant this favor. It was only with

difficulty that he was PGISURJOd to allow nor to remiin with

him tho day and night ooforo he died. Not content with porse~

outing her husband, Child was so maliqnant that ho practically

ostracizoi her from society, forcing her almost to ponury,and

ruined the unfortunate gontloman who, pitying nor misfortunes,

married hor soon after. Aosonoo of any material on too other

side loavos this point in doubt. Tho fact that Hamilton is too

main authority for too facts narrated, makes one cautious of

aocopting tho story. Thornburn may have died in prison, but-not
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as the result of barbarous treatment at tie hands of John Child,

On the other hand, it is not improbable that the President grasp-‘

in; the opportunity, vented his spite on the first unhappy victim

who fell into his clutches. The tone of his letter to the Court

of Directors with regari to the final settlement of affairs at!

Bombay shows his dissatisfaction and his attitude toward the re-'

volters. If the facts are true, than Child cannot ca condoned one

iota, it was an act of tyranny without any mitigation or pallia-A

ti on,

Hith the possicle excortion of Thornbdrn, Hatscn, tne Com

pany"chaplein at Bombay, was the only sufferer for implication

in the revolt. He was dismissed from the Company's service, with

orders to leave the island immoiiitely, The Court did not even

grant him a free passajo hone, astthey had done in the case of

the other revolters, They evidently meant to terrify their other

chaplains in India from mingling too much with secular affairs

instead of attending to the spiritual welfare of their servants

in lndia.

It was son: time biforo the Company felt that affairs

in Bombay were definitely settled. The departure of the ring-'

lenders, however, crushed the insurrection effectually, and the

spirit of disaffection gradually disaopeared, Bombay was soon to

become the seat of En;lish authority in India , and with this

increase in power, the possibility of insurrections decreased,

More important affairs were soon to occupy its attention,
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CHAPTER V.

SIR JOHN CHILD AND THE NUCHAL EMPEROR AURAHGZEJ—

CAUSES AHD HISTORY OF THE FIRST UAR OF EXCLISH IN INDIA.

Surat and its governmont sink into comparative insig

nificanco, as a new and broader field of opurntions unfolds it-_

self to the vision in the o;ening days of 1883. It was in London

that Sir Josian Cnlld first exerted those giant powers which

nude him foremost in too councils of tJB London East India Com

pany. London was too small 1 field for £30 exercise of those

powers, and Surat and western India soon {alt the weight of

his authority throngh the administration of his able represen

tative, Joan Child. he was now to attain the grand culrination

of his policy, to make the great coup d'gtat, anj shake tne

whole Hughal Empire to its very foundations. It is true tnat in

his previous lines of policy he had embraced all the Company's
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settlements in India, but he was now to work out a broader

and bigger policy than had been hitherto attempted by any Euro-.

pean power in India. a steo which might well make the more ti

morous hesitate, viz. an appeal to arms in vindication of the

Company's rights in India. That he did not enter upon this

course hastily, but rather as the result of a conviction that

it was for the best interests of the Company, the events them

selVes attest. His attempt at the establishment of an English

Empire in the East, if one may term it such, was the natural

result of his whole previous policy, and is by no means sur-'

prising when one examines the condition of Indian affairs.

The London East India Company at this time consisted

of a number of isolated factories, situated mainly on the east-‘

ern and westeni coasts of India. These factories included on the

western coast, the island of Bombay, which was held directly

from the English king, and was therefore independent of any

native authority, Surat, which was under a native governor,

appointed by the Mughal Emperor, and several factories, such

as Rajapur mid Karwar, along the Malabar coast, each situated

in some native town or city, and therefore subject to the im—l

perial governor or independent prince of the neighborhood. All

these minor factories, as well as Bombay,were at this time

in matters of trade and internal regulation subject to Surat.

0n the easteni coast was the strip of land which had been pur
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chased from an independent cniaitain wno was claimed as a feuda

tory by the Sultin of Golconda in 1839, and therefore a sov

ereign state, ani the small stations suoordlnate to it, all lo

cated in native cities, of wnicn the chief was Masulipatnm,

The settlements in Bengal had at this time again fallen Dick in

to subordination-to Port St. George. The principal factories

were those at Huqli, Kasimoazar, IhlJan, and Chaniarnagar in

Bangal proper, Patna in behir, and Balasoi on the coast of Oria

sa. All these cities of brngnl, Benar and Orissa wore under the

Niwab who ruloi thoso provinces, anl thar fore like Surat formed

a part of the Mughal Empire.

At this time the lughal Emperor's power in India was dis-_

putod by a pOWGTfJI prince on the wastorn coast, Sambhaji Raja,

the Maratha, the son of Sivaji, and 01 tno eastern coast by the

Sultan of Golconda, who was one of the independent lhhammadan

sovnroigns of the Deccan. Port St. Goor;9 was not concerned in

the war with the Huihal, and the events in iengal affected out

slightly the progress of traao there, It was at Surat and Bom

bay, and oartioularly in Bengal, that the Company soon realized

the cost of aaar with such a poker ul sovareign as Aurangzeo,

who had in 1685 conquered the Sultans oi Golconda and Bljapur,

and successfully wagod campaign after campaign against his ro

bellious subjoots. Ho was a born warrior, or rather boni to be

a warrior, as tne last twenty years of his life worn spent on
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the battlefield. It was he who checked that powerful prince on

the western coast, whose cities sheltered some of the Company's

factories, His dominions at this time covered an area as large

as Europe excluding Russia, and he had at his command 200,000,

000 subjects.

From its earliest days the London Company had been the

subject of jealous solicitude on the part of the hughal Emperor

and his officers; In the early part of the seventeenth century

it had been a comparatively easy matter to obtain firmans from

native princes and governors, but these viewed with envy the in—

creasing prosperity of the Company, and placed every obstacle

in the way of its progress as the century drew near its close.

in no district of India which came under the sway of the hughal

were the Enghsh permitted to erect anything about their facto

ries wnbh might pass for fortifications. At Hugli in Bengal an

ensign and flirty men constituted the sole garrison, if one may

rely upon the testimony of Orme. An increase of this force would

bring down active interference on the part of the Mughal's vice-l

roy. It was not until the Child period that the Company ven

tured to stand forth as a power in India, and endeavored to

show itself independent of native interference. Up to this time

the Comaay had regarded it as sound policy to quietly submit to

the various exactions and oppressions, hoping, but vainly as it

proved, that each contribution exacted would be the last,
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Tongs went from bad to worse, At tno beginning of thin

period the Siddi an;;m;ratna admiral were seen terrorizing Bom-,

bay and vicinity, A little later Bombay Harbor was forcod to

shelter the Mughal (loot and by this act calloi down upon its

hoad the threats of too Haratna chieftain on tno opposite snore,

But it was in Bengal that war against tno Mugnal was first con-;

cetvod and carried out. Tno situation there was particularly ag-’

gravating, Hodges found trado in a sorry plight on his arrival

at Hugli as agent in 1882. Traio nod boon intordictad unless the

Company would pay custom both for goods and treasure. A present

to the native governor WOJli onsuro the landing of treasure

carried by the Enjlish ships, but its removal to subordinate lic

torlos had to be obtains! by another juliclolsbostownl of pres~

ants, Eut even thon the 30015 were stoppad again and Ajain on

the road. Hhbn the monoy arrival at Kasirbazar, the governor

tioro made prQQIAMation that no merchant there should any any

silver of tho English, ind this not forced the In;lish agont to

send it totno mint, H=ro it Yrs stoopei ajain, A Mr, Harvey,

stationed at Sacco, witn concidolable difficulty, had succoodod

in getting the orier roversed for payment of customs for seven

months only, but this proved of no grout advantago as tho gover-V

nor at Kasimbazar refusal to obey the order, insulted tho Eng~l

lish, nni refused to accept their pisses. Finally in despair

the English decided to appoal to the Niwao of Bengal, duo at
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at this tima rcsiici at Uncut. They reached his court oily with

difficulty. Khan the foujiar board of twcir prorosei visit, he

sent mon in our uit of thom. Two of tne boats with cloth wore

soizad and brouint back to tho custom house. The agent succeeded

in rescuing these, but was Iollouod by lini and water, and a

proclamation was made that no bontman or stonrsman shouhl serve

the English. When the agent saw that it was impossible to pro

ceed by native boats, two of the Company's sloops were employed,

and in this way he reached nis dostinltion- In the meantime

1000 T. of saltpetre arrived from Patna. This was immediately

seized by tne governor's order, WHO threatenei that he would

sell it an pay himself, or would surprise the English factory

there, unless 50,000 rupees customs were given. Tno council stooa

up for their rights and told him to do his worst. Hnon tna gover

nor saw that money could not bé extorted in this way, the Com—

pany's vakeel or natiVc servant was sent for on the oretaioe of

doing him a kindness, but was severely beaten and word WAS sent

to the factory that he would be beaton to death unless the cos-t

toms Wire paid. In this way 5003 ropeos Woro extorted. The gov-'

arnor tnen issuei a proclamation that no Hindu or Muhammadan

should serve the English or buy silvflr of tnem uniar 10% custom,

uoon wnicn dollars fell from 208 to 190 topaes for 8100. Some

idea of too condition of the Company's trade in this province

may so gained by tnis recital, wnich reached tne Court of Dirac-4
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l I

tors in London soon alter the arrival of Killian Hedges.

Under date of Dec. 7, 1633, Hedges wrote from bengal,

" 'T will be impossible for us to hold out long without payment

of custom as well as they (interlopers) if we do not resolve to

2 .

{all out with these people very speedily." From tnis it would ap

pear that tne interlopcrs were as omnipresent here as in other

parts oflndia, and were working all manner of harm by their at-_

tituio toward toe Cononny an; the nativo poaers. Hodges aéiin

ani again reverts to the necessity of taking sore actiw: measures

against t: nativas in tcis district. " The Company's affairs will

nave: be any better but alaAJs grow worse and worse wiUi contin

“41 patching till they resolve to quarrol with those people and

ouild a fort on the islandAJn;ar at too mouth of this river, and

run the hazard of losing a e ynir's trade in inc Bay, in one

fourth of whbh time thero's no fear of bringing those resale to

our conditions. If this be not speedily takon in hanj by us,

there': no douoi to be and: but 'twill soon oo dono by hie Dutcn.

who talk of it Ircoly as oftcn as w“ moot with them; and then

3

we must oxpcct to bo $001 tirnod out of this country. " ALain in

.1684, inero is tnlé entry in his diary, " I heari tno Prosifiont

(Gyiiozd) declare no was now vary wall assure: inc trade of tnis

plaoa couli never be cirrici on to the Company's advantage till

they fell out wiin tho govornmnnt, 1nd could ooli;o idea to

‘——---—_--------- —-_-—__——_-_--_-_.._.»_-_—___- _- ~.___---- “--—-_-_--.- .--_

l.

2. Hodges, Vol. I, p. 142.

5. do pp. 131-4.
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I!

grant us better teams, WAiCh he thought very ieasiole. "

Hedges had expressed his opinions freely in his letters

to the Court of Directors, and under date of 211000., 1585, his

communications and others of a similar character were referred

to by the Court at considerable length. Their attitude at this

time is in direct contrast to that three years later, and in

some points contradicts itself. Their objections to establish—’

in. a fortified post in Bengal are briefly the following; (ii

the cost of the undertaking, which would be but slowly rein-l

bursed,(2) the offence which the establishment of such a pen

would give to the hu hai, (3) the probability of Dutch inter-,

\

ference in he event of a quarrel with the Aughal, (4) his estab-'

lishment of such a fort at the mouth of the Ganges would not

injure the Hu3hal enoUgh to piy the expense of the undertak~ I

ing. Bombay by its commanding position was able to seize ship-'

ping valuod at from 2,003,000 to 5,000,000f8terling -nnually,

whereas " all the prejudice we can do to the HUEh11.hBYB is

stopping a little trade at Balasor of his elephant and beetlea_

nut ships and his salt vessels. " (5) They couli not see the

advantage, they said, of two weak strongholds over one strong

one. The strong fort at Bomsay did not give trade. (6) The big

ships, which were their mainstay, couli not anchor about the

islands at the mouth of the Ganges. In conclusion they referred

-.-_---~---.-.--—_-___--~_‘--_——-_-------—--—---- .-_.__._.--- -_ ~--_—-_~__-_—
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of trade, I because without such a place of safety, trade must

be limited. "

This same season Gyfford visited Hugli and introduced

some reforms in the internal management of the Company's affairs

there. An incident at Kasimbazar counteracted his reforms, and

brought the Company into serious trouble with the native authori-,

ties. Notwithstanding the weavers were indebted to the Company

a lakgand a half of rupees, the foujdar ordered Job Charnock,

who was at this time agent there, to pay them 43,000 rupees more

and remit the debt. On his refusal to comply with this demand,

the case was laid before the nawab of the province, and a com-‘

plaint was sent to the emperor._This was the comparatively small

beginning which was to result in an open outbreak with the empe-_

ror himself. The nawab adjudged the claim good and summoned Char- ,

neck to appear before him at Dacca. Charnock had no intention of

complying with the request, and made every effort to get the de

cision modified. Kasimbazar was boycotted, and when the news of

the death of the agent at Hugli had arrived, and Charnock was

urgently called to assume the management of the factory there,

troops were stationed about the factory at Kasimbazar to prevent

his escape. Somehow or other he cut the Gordian knot and escaped,

3

arriving in Hugli between the 16th and 17th of April 1686.

A'change in the attitude of the Directors in London had

_- --.-_-------~ _ - _--- __ -.-__-- _-----‘___-—..____-_--——--_--Q —__-_--

1; Bruce, Vol. II, pp. 532-3. '3.13qpOOrupees, formerly equiVa—i
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resulted while these events were occuring in india. in 1685-6,

flue Company ootained the King's Patent authorizing the appoint-‘

ment of the President, ( now Sir John Cniid, Bart, ) to no Cap-l

cain General and Admiral of all their forces by sea and land

Item Cape Comorin to the Gulf of Persia, To properly support this

dignity he was to be attended by a guard of 50 English grenadiers

while at Bombay, An order also arrived for the transference of

the seat of goveniment from Surat to Bombay, The Court explained

that they considered this measure necessary in order to support@

the Ehglisn character and afford its trade an impregnable retreat

from which they might be aolc to retaliate upon their eastern

foes.

At this time that renowned Secret Committee came into pro

minenco, acomnitteo appointed for the avowed purpose of rendering

the orders of the Court of Directors less known to the domestic

and foreign enemies of the Company, but in reality having as a

main object a disoiay of armed power in the East. This committee

consisted of Sir Joseph Ash, ( the Governor of the Company ) Sir

Josiah Child, ( Deputy-Governor ) Sir Benjamin Bathurst, and

Mr. Joseph Horne, Thiq committee wrote to Bengal, 14, Jan., 1686,

” We ,,, have examined seriously the opinion of the most prudent

and experienced of our commanders, all which do concenter infliil

one opinion, ( and to us seeming pregnant truth ) viz, that since

those governors have by that unfortunate accident and audacity of
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tile interlopers got too knack of tramplinj’ucon us and extort

ing wnat tney cleasco of our estate fro; us by tne cesiegin; of

our factories and stopping of our coats upon tno Ganges, trey

will never Iorbcar doing so till we have made tnen us sensiclc

of our power as we have of our truth ani justice, and we AFTER

MANY DZLIEERATIONS are firmly of the sane opinion, and resolve

with God's blessing to pursue it.1" A bold and defiant attitude

was to be the rule of conduct of their servants in Bengal and

Charnack and his associates were csnsuroi for their timidity

and submissivenoss toward the Nawac and his officers. Port
(1'!t.

George was ordered to so made as impregnable as possiole in tne

event of any disturcanco with the nutivos, and Gyiiord W13 a

gain instructed to Obtdifi a fortified post in Bengal.

The schemes of tnc Committee met the approval of the

reigning sovereign, James II., and an arninent lar;sr than any

wnich hal ever visited India was speedily equioucd for service

in the East. This squadron consisted of five ships and two fri~

gates, carrying 254 guns and 740 men, and was to co Joined by

all the Company's sloops and small vessels at Fort St. Geor3o.

The coniuct oi tne war was to be entrusted to Charnock, the Con~

pany's principal aqent at Hugli. Tnis expedition was expectei

in ageneral way to copy tnc Dutch nt Lntavia, wno nai brought

the whole of their foreign interests under tno control of tieir

__—-~_---_-------—--_—--—---- ------__---—---- -. -----_-_------ _-—-__.__

l. Hedges, Vol. ll, p. 51.
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Governor 'General.2

This same year the Dutch were at war with Golconda, and

the English at Fort St. George were ordered to assist the Sultan

of Golconda and obtain in return the grant-of St. Theme, -'

" demands which discover, even at this early period, that the

Company were assuming a political and military character that

they might acquire such territories as would furnish supplies

to their fortified seats of trade, and give them respectabili

ty and influence in the political contests of native powers? "

The Company, with the king of England's approval, gave Sir John

Child additional powers, constituting him what in modern times

has been termed the Governor General of the countries within

their limits. Child was the first man in the whole history of

the London Company to be honored with this title, out this title

was soon to perish iith the fondly cherished plans of its ex-_

ponent, and was not to be revived again for nearly a CCn—‘

tury. It is another eneof those facts-in Anglo-Indian history

which distinguishes the Child Period above all others down to

the time of Clive and Hastings. If one would see the beginning

of that imperial policy which brought lndia under British rule

let him study the details of this first attempt of the London

Company to win recognition in India. The Company made applica__

tion to in king for an entire company of infantry to be trans

ferred to their service. The king of England sent out a proc-,

1; Bruce, Vol. II, p. 557. 2. Bruce, Vol. II, pp.567—Q.
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Lination for the withdrawal of all English subjects from the

service of native powers. The Company felt that war had common

ood in real earncst. As yet, however, Bengal was the field of'

operations. Surat had not been drawn into active hohtilitios._

The Company hoped to confine the war for the present to Bengal

and to continue on Iriendly terms with the native princes in

western India. The king's charters and the Company's orders

Wore to govern the internal amlnistration of affairs, and those

luere to be the only constitution or laws under which they were

to act.‘

Just at this crisis some daring acts of piracy upon

the Mughal's subjects committed by Danish ships sailing under

English colors woll nigh prccipitatod an open outbreak ucon the

western coast. The French and Dutch joined in accusing the Lon-‘

don Company of the outrage, and especially the Presidency of

Surat. Governor Child manifested considerable diplomacy at this

time, and by offering to send English ships against these ma- ,

rauders " avortcd the violence which might otherwise have on- .

sued.1“ It was at this time that the instructions of the Sec-’

rot Committee reached Bombay, and in the absence of Sir John

Child, were opened by tho Deputy-Governor, Wyborne, a piano of

rashness from which the Court anticipated much dangor, fearing

that the Mughal would Get information of their plans. Sir John

Child informed the Court of Directors that he intended to await

--~_--- .

l; bruco, Vol. II, p. 575.
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the issue in Bengal before entering upon hostilities with the

Mughal, but if circumstances forced him to break with the Mughal

he would take the blame upon himself that no harm might befall

the Conpany through any independent action on his part.f

But to return to the fleet which had been equipped for

service in Bengal. They were instructed to take on boani at-Ba1-_

ascr the agent and principal men of the council of the Bay,

to arrest allvessels of the Mughal, to seize Chittagong, and

as soon as this was captured, to proceed against the Nawab at~

Dacca. Peace was to be offered only on the following terms,(li

cession of Chittagong, (2) payment of outstanding debts,_(5)v

permission to coin rupees at Chittagong which should pass cur-l

rent in the district, (4) restoration of privileges according

to ancient stipulations. Alliances with native princes were to

be entered upon if these would prove of any assistance to them

in carrying out the designs of the Company. After this part of

their work had been performed, and the tone of the Companyis

letters implied a belief in the speedy accomplishment of their

designs, the squadron were to vindicate their rights against the

king of Siam, and should the Portuguese continue to exact cus- I

toms at Thana-and ‘Karanja on the Malabar Coast, the government

at Surat were to refuse payment andEAttempt the recovery of

Salsette and the other dependencies of Bombay.originally ceded

ounlf

by the treaty with Charles II. The attitude of the Beast-of

1; Bruce, Vol. II, pp. 576-1.
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Directors appears in the conclusion of these instructions. "

" But you must understand that though we prepare for and resolve

to enter into a xar with the Mughal, our ultimate end is peace._

.0. But-we have no remedy left but either to desert our tnido

or we must draw that sword His Majesty hath entrusted us with

to vindicate the rights and honor of the English nation in ln~

dia- "

One vessel of the fleet was lost in the passage to In—

dia, the largest ship with another was unable to make the pas- '

sage of the Ganges, but the remainder reached Eugll in October,

1686. By this time the foujdar, who had in some way got wind of

U10 intonded hostllltles, had assembled a considerable Iorcc

about the factory, The arrival of these forces so alarmed the

country that the Nawab cruered down three or [our hunted horse

and three or four thousand infantry to the scene of operations.

No blow had been struck as yet on either side,

nodulshani, the Ioujdnr of Hugli, became very insolent

toward the English soldiers, refusing them victuals 1n the ba

zar, and this was the cause oi an eruption of the volcano, the

eifbcts of which were almost as disastrous as those of Vesuvius

in ancient times. On the morning of the 28th of October, three

English soldiers resorting to the bazar for food were attacked

by a body of the governor's poems, and were carried half lead

-~____---~W_-—-~_ ______—~-~-- _-~---._.-_----__-_____.____._~.-_~-___~ ~_- -‘ .— -





to .Abdughani. When the soldiers in the factory were apprized

that three of their comrades had been set upon and left half

dead in thestreet, ( for thus the affair was reported ) all was

confusion. Capt. Leslie with a small boiy of soldiers was im-.

mediately ordered to sally forth and bring in their bodies dead

or alive, Ult to offer no resistance to the natives unless his

soldiers were attacked first. A skirmish ensued with the loss of

seven natives on the other side, and in a moment the whole town

was aroused. The people set to work to burn their own houses,

especially flbse near the English quarters, and destroyed the old

factory of Us Company which contained a large quantity of salt—

petre and other goods. As the natives began to display the guns

of a battery which they had erected to command the Company's

ships, Cnarnock in not haste sent for the English detachment atv

Chandarnagar three miles away, and in the meantime ordered a

detachment to advance upon the fort. Thisidetachment met with

such " hot service and strong opposition16 that it was compelled

to fall back, and another body under Capt. Arbuthnot with fresh

recruits was sent against it, and after a short engagement cap

tured the fort and spiked all the guns. The total loss on the

native side up to this time was about 60 killed, among which

were three eminent men, a great many pounded, and about 400 to

500 houses burnt down, with a great number of small boats. The

l. Hedges, Vol. 1!, p. 55.
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English loss was slight, consisting of but two killed, one of

whom was tie man set upon by the peonsiin the morning, and a

small number of wounded.

Through the mediation of the Dutch the fouJdar endeavored

to arrange terms of peace, but these failed to satisfy the con-y

ditions aijohied by the Board of Directors. But inasmuch as a

‘vast quantty of saltpetre and other goods were endangered by a

renewal of hostilities, Charnock obtained a cessation of hostili

ties until these could be removed to a place of safety. Meanwnile

the news of this engagement reached the Nawab at Dacca and he im

mediately issued orders for the seizure of the Company's goods

and factorsat Patna. The property at this station was inconsider

able, amounting at the most to 2000 rupees.

At this time an itemized statement of damages was drawn

up by the Comoany. These were estimated at 6,625,000 rupees. Dur

ing the cessation of hostilities fruitless negotiations took

place on either side for a settlement of affairs. Bruce states

that Charnock was disposed to accede to the terms offered by the

Hawab, to submit their claims to arbitration, had not the orders

of the Court been so positive for the seizure of Chittagong, but

this does not appear very clearly in Charnock's own letters. He

was disposed to distrust all offers of settlement until he felt

himself to be in a position to enforce his demands.

The latter part of December, 1686, found Charnock and his
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soldiers stationed at Sutanati, the site of the modern Calcutta,

a,post lower down the river, and therefore regarded as a more

advantageous site than Hugli for carrying on further negotiations

Here Charnock and Capt. Nicholson drew up twelve articles or stip }

ulations, which failed of acceptance at this time, but were the

basis of later negotiations. The demands of the Company were

briefly as follows; sufficient ground for the building of a fort

and the establishment of a mint therein, the rebuilding of the

factory at Maldah by the Nawab, reimbursement for the loss in

curred at Kasimbazar, and a grant for a trade which should be

free from customs. The opinion of the General and council at Sur

at on the proceedings of their servants in Bengal is embodied in

the following, under date of 18 May, 1387, " Our friends in the

Bay must have made a hog or dog of it there before this time,

and if not, finding they could effect nothing well, patched up

a peace with the Hawab, and by that lulled the Moors into se-_

curitv with resolutions to go on with more resolution and nimble

ness on August next, at once to strike without noise, and if pos-4

sible they may reach your Honors"orders; so that let it be how

it will with them, what we have directed cannot harm at all their

designs: for they must have the place your Honors' desire or

are put beyond the hopes of it before it can be known what we

I 1

have done. "

The demands of Charnock upon the Nawab resulted in a

l. Hedges, Vol. II, pp. 61-2.
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fresh outbreak of hostilities. Orders were sent to all his sub-_

governors for tho levying of all the forces possible throughout

the country " to thrust the English out of the kingdom, never

more to trade therein.l" On the 9th of February, Charnook's

soldiers burnt down the King's salt houses, and two days after,

assaulted and took his fort at Tannah with but slight loss. Capt.

Nicholson was sent down the river with a portion of the fleet to

take possession of the island of Hijili, and the 27th saw all

the English forces stationed there. This island was immediately

fortified that it might furnish a base of operations for expe

ditions against the Mughal's ships and territory. About this

time a detachment from the Nathaniel and Rochester, which lay

hi Ballasor road, captured about fourteen of the native ships

which had been drawn up into dry docks and alarze quantity of

other shipping, although commanded by the guns of a native fort.

They soon made themselves master of the fort, and the next oay

took possession of the new town of Ballasor, burning and destroy

ing all before them. Returning to old Dillasor. ani finding it

impossible to launch the capturei ships, they consigned every-_

thing to the flames. About 50,000 rupees were plundered from the

King's custom house, besides a large quantity of merchants"goods

A'detachment farther up country, consisting of 17 men under a

Capt. Brounell, fell into an ambush and were cut off with the

-___- -...---___._ _.__- ---—-—__—-~--___-_—---—-—_----_ .--' -__-_--- -_-__- --—
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exception of one man. Tnis was the heaviest loss which had befal

len the English up to this time. It was at this Juncture that

the agent at Patna informed Cnarnock of the confiscation of the

Company's goods at Kaslmbazar.

But a more terrible fate was in store for the brave de-‘

fenders of the Company‘s rights on the Southern Ganges. The cli-_

mate, more deadly than the guns of the natives, began to do its

effective work. The island was besieged so closely that it was

with difficulty that their line of communication with tie snore

could be maintained, and a scarcity of provisions resulted. ine

enemy became bolder and bolder as they saw the desperate straits

to which the English had been reduced. The deadly miasma, laden

with fever and ague, which arose from the low-lying plains of the

Ganges soon left but 100 available men in the garrison. 0f the

officers, out of six lieutenants and eight ensigns, but one rea

mainei alive, and of 26 corporals and sergeants but four. To add

to their misfortunes, some of the ship; had crovnn thenselves

unsoaworthy, and deserting the fort would mean the loss of the

whole of Uie Cecpany's shipping which was consideraole. 0n the

28th, the enemy almost succeeded in capturing the island, but

were driven off after severe fiqnting.

-The arrival of 70 recruits ' from the Europe shipping ‘;

about the first of June brought a change in the condition of af
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fairs. in attack upon tho native forces was planned and carried

out with such success that the Newab's officer despaired of

bringing the English to terms, and sent forth a flag of truce as

the preliminary to a treaty. Some writers have su;;ested that

this change in the attitude of the natives in Bengal was the ro-.

suit of affairs on the western coast. " In order to account for

this favorable cnange .... it is requisite to state that a; the

same period Aimiral Nicholson's fleet was fitted out in England

for the attack 0n Chittagong, orlers haJ be\1 sent to the Cover

nor at Bombay to withdraw the Company's factories from Surat

and etc., and to commence hostilities against the Emperor. Au

1 .

rangzeb, by seizing his ships. "

Several of the Comoany's serVAnts visited the lbgnal 0f

ficer with instructions to conclude a treaty on the basis of the

demands of the 12 articles. but if they found this impose ale, to

conclude a peace " upon the most advantageous and honorable terms

they could procure. " The condition oi the Company's [cross was

such as to necessitate speedy removal from the island, and no

time could be lost in fruitless negotiations. After three days

the commissioners returned having patched up some sort of‘a peace

based largely on the twelve articles, and the island was surren—

dered and evacuated. The soldiers withdraw to Little Tnnnn and

I-~-_~- _.--_-. -....__- -___.-_----_.--------—_—----__-----

1. Stewart, Bengal. p. 318. 2. Hedges, Vol. II, p.
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Ulubarii, awaiting a confirmation of the articles by the Nawab.

A very imperfect perwanna arrived July 20th. This did not please

Charnock, and he speedily informed the Nawab of the fact, but

was assured that a more satisfactory one was on its way. The ar-_

rival of this still failed to satisfy the Company's ageit, butt

its terms were accepted until they could remove to Sutanati,

which was five miles above Tanna Fort. Here they awaited the

despatcn of their vakeel to Dacca to capress the Company's dis-.

pleasure, with the firm resolution not to settle any trade till

he confirmed the last articles. Charnock felt that the war was

not yet ended, but that the peace waioh existed was but a tempo

rary one. He writes, " They have a great design on foot to flat

ter us into their clutches, with a few fair words, that they may

come upon us for all the damages done them in this war .. as

our sundry advices, as well private as otherwise, do sufficient

ly inform us and caution us.lé

While these events were taxing place in Bengal, Cyfford

at Fort St. George was putting forth every energy to avoid open

hostilities with the Mughal. In obedience to the instructions

of the Court of Directors he had despatched men-and stores to

Bengal in the fall of 1686, and had thereby drained the fort of

all the available men and ammunition. To add to his difficulties,

it was reported that Aurangzeh had conquered the Sultan of Bija

i. Hedges, v01. :1, p. e9.
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pur and was about to take up arms against the Sultan of Golcon-D

da who was the near neighbor of the English,(hiford feared that

the inJuries inflicted upon his highness in Bengal would draw

down upon the factory at Fort St, George the rage of the Hughal

emperor, He therefore adressed letters to the Emperor explain

ing that the hostilities in Bengal were aimed only at the recov

ery of ancient stipulations of trade in that province, and in

short that Fort St, George disclaimed any connection with the e

vents which had taken place there, In conclusion he besought the

Mughal's protection and a confirmation of the privileges which

had been granted Madras. He did not rely entirely upon the effi- ,

cacy of this letter, but prudently sent to Bomuay for a reinforce

ment of men and ammunition, as there were only fifteen English

soldiers in the garrison, and he could place no relianceon the

Pertuguese soldiers or topasses.

Startling events on the western coast had taken place

during this interval, as has been intimated cefore, and it is

necessary to leave Bengal for amoment and return to Surat and the

outbreak of hostilities on the western coast in the early months

of 1687.
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CHAPTER VI.

SIR JOTH C?ILO MOVES TTS S?AT C? GQVEFRIZHT TO LEL

BaY-COHCLUSION OF THE WAR IS ZiiGAL-THE 5373332 0? TOHZAY CA"

T 3-D3ATK C? SIR ORE CJIL'-ETFLCIS 6? TN: “AR 01 TAA QH3LISH

IA OTHER PARTS 0? IJDIA.

The exact oriiln of tuw outbreak of hostilittos on the

western 001st in 1657 is wrapaej in obscurity, and has oeen

made tho suojcct oi sitter attacks upon Sir Josian and Sir John

Child by the enemies of tho Company. Tna war about Bombay and

Surat appears to have boon a sort of sequel to the war on the

eastern coast, and to have @005 entered noon for similtr rzasons

The orders of the Court of Directors, and particularly of the

Socrat Comvitteo had tended toward a break with the natives as

early as lfi86-7, but the postponement of *ctual hosiilzties un

til long aftor the outbreak of war in Bengal appears unaccount-,
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able. Fear of the vengeance of Aurangzeb, when he should be

more accurately inflormediof the state of affairs in Bengal, and

the danger to which their factories would be exposed, was the

probable cause of the actual outbreak,

In 1687-88, Bombay was declared a regency in imitation

of the Dutch regencies at Batavia and Columbo, and was to assume

the rank of an Indian power, To give dignity to the title of

Governor General, Sir John Child was to be attended by a life

guard of 50 grenadiers, His power was to embrace all the Com

pany's settlements in India. Bombay,which the Directors termed

the " key of India," was to be fortified as strong as art and

money could make it, Sir Josiah Child can be sein in these in-_

structions, especially in the references to the Dutch method of

carrying on their trade by means of fortified settlements.

The outbreak of hostilities on the western coast dates

from the removal of the seat of authority from Surat to Bombay,

May 2, 1687, which must have taken place before the arrival of

the orders detailed above, This move had been enjoined upon their

servants at least twice before, alleging each time the necessi

ty of an impregnable post, from which as a base of operations,

they might be able to retaliate upon their enemies both native

and European, a: these latter gave the Company no end of trouole,

On his arrival there Child despatcned the " Charles the SecOnd "

and the " Modona," two of the Company's largest ships, with se-l
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cret orders to seize all Mughal ships or Siam vessels at Busso__

rah and Mocha in the Persian Gulf.'Two ships were also deepat

ched to China with similar instructions.

Mr. Harris and his council had been left at Surat, and

Child intended to bring off these factors to Bombay before the

news of the capture of these vessels should reach the ears of

the Mujhal. The P Caesar 2 commanded by Capt. Wright, was des

patched to this end, and in case the project of the Company had

become known, he was instructed to seize all the Mughal vessels

in the neighborhood and hold all their passengers as hostages

for the Company's servants in Surat. These vessels wsuld con»,

sist mainly of pilgrim ships returning from Mecca and Arabia.;

The incident of the " Dragon " having seized a Surat vessel

gave the alarm to the governor of Surat, and the English agent

and council were carefully watched to prevent their escape. The

native governor sent one of the factors with a letter to Child.

and was met in reply Iltfl a statement of grievances in thirty

five articles.

This is the account of the outbreak as narrated by

Bruce. Hamilton, followed by Anderson, gives another view of

the matter._The Company had a large number of ships on hand,

and, having no stock to employ then, ordered the factories
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to borrow as much money as poseible iron the natives and make

1m an investment._¥hon they had borrowed to their utmost capacity

they were to pick a quarrel with their creditors and thereby can~ I

001 the debt. In accordance with this scheme, in 168647. the Com-l

pany'e ships were engaged in the widest possible extension of

trade, but toward the and of 1687, when it had become inconven- I

lent to discharge the debt, which Anderson says was 281526;;

hostilities began with Child's submitting thirty five articles

of grievance to the native governor of Surat.

These articles attacked the attitude of the native gov-‘

crnor toward the Company in the aiiair of the Danish piratical

expeditions which had lessened the English trade in the vicinity.

had caused a detention of goods in the native custom house, and

the retirement of the President and his council to Bombay. This

iiiair had damaged the credit of the English merchants.;Thc gov-_

ornor's reception of interlopers was another source of injury

to the Companyt Customs had been arbitrarily raised in certain

districts and had been levied on almost everything which the Eng

lish possessed. Goods were not protected from robbers, but such

-____-_~—'—~w-- ~--- . --..~~-- -.- in“; __.~._..-_._.~--_--~_>_—_——-—_-~—__--_----—

I; Anderson, p. 110.
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robberies were too often committed with the cogniZanoe oi the

:mtive rulers themselves. Complaint after complaint was embodied

in this list of grievances, each one a Just cause for war. The

mpresentations of the Dutch, who had endeavored to persuade the

native governors that the English vere acting without control

and committing doprodations for wnich they could not be made re-‘

eponsihle, urged Sir John to undertake the war. Ho governor had

hitherto possessed courage enough to vindicate the rights of the

Company. The Company, or rather Sir Josiah seconded by Sir John

Child, felt that these arbitrary exactions of needs, this pro- '

tection afforded to enemies of the Company, this inability to cb-‘

tain satisfaction for injuries done were more than sufficient

grounds for war. The Company felt that Uieir opportunity had

come to vindicate their rights and to place themselves on a

more secure footing with their fiastern neighbors.

Hamilton blames the Company severely for not issuing a

declaration of war instead of turning pirates and seizing the Mu-,

gnal's ships without any intimation of breaking with them._Ander

son sarcastically comments on these acts as follows, " Piracy

had been so profitable in the hands of private speculators that
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the Jealous Company now entered into the business. " Aliairs

ind reached such a crisis that the seizure of ships was a justi-_

Habio method of declaring war. It had been practised in Europe,

nw not in indie? The whole attitude of those who characterize

nuld's conduct as " rash, disingenuous, inpolitic, and unjust, "

and in oven harsher terms, is distorted in face of the events

whicd they endeavor to describe. Anain and again had the English

submitted their grievances to native rU1ers, and again and again

not with subterfuges, and every means known to the clever native

of the East, to avoid granting their requests. The Company illt~

yery much as though they were under some sword of Damocles, which

might at any moment fall and ruin forever their trade and pros- .

poets in the East, The narration of events, both here and in Ben

gal, has been in viin if this has not been shown to he the actual

date of affairs. That the Company did not interfere with the

natives up to this time, was simply a proof of their lack of

courage and capacity to undertake the task,

Leaving those grievances to have their effect on the gov-,

ernor of Surety Child acted with energy and decision in preparing

-__ _ -_»_-‘---__--~_—-~u——-u———--__-~---_—--——-----@_—---_-‘ ----—~.—.-—

1, Anderson, p. 113
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for the approaching conflict. A treaty was negotiated with Samb-‘

haji on the following terms: that he pay the English 50,000 ru+

If

pass and 2000 candy of "batty "on condition that they proteot~

the creeks and mouths of the rivers along tho western coast.

Child also applied to tho Fr noh Directolro at Surat for assistal

ance, conformably to the fourth article of tho Hwrino Treaty bo~l

twson Franco and England, and through them he also appealed to

Van Vogol, chief of the Dutch factory, in consequence of the

treaty botwovn England and the States General of Holland.

In the meantime, Harris, woo had been unaols to leave

Surat, was ordered to endeavor to keep the fleet of the Sidl

from loavin; that harbor, as this would mean an actlal outbreak,

of hostlfitles against Bombay, He was to lay great stress upon

the kindness mu; which the l-lughal's' sxbjocts had been treated by.

the English, and their unwillingness to proceed to actual hostil-‘

itios. But the return of Cast. Andrews, who had boon sent to

the Persian Gulf, wlth ono lntcrloping ship and six Mughal ves

sels, which had been captured while sailing under Dutch colors,

1; Bruce, Vol. II, p. 6044 About l;000,0001bs. of a sort of

grain, may be some sort of rice.
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made it impossible to conceal any longer the true state of aifaia I

Andrews was ordered to proceed to Surat, and in conjunction with

the other English vessels there to prevent the departure of the

fleet of the Siddi,

At this time Aurangzeb was carrying on operations in the

Deccan, and the news reached Surat of his conquest of Bijapur and

Golconda (168?) This meant that he would no aele to direct his

attention to affairs on the western coast, and perhaps take an as

tive part in hostilities, either against the English at Bombay,

or at Port St, George, This station, however, managed to hold a_‘

loci from the war,

The conduct of Child at this crisis, although he had

acted with considerable force and energy up to this time, is not

!0 inexplicable a: it may first appear, Ho endeavored toavoid

open hostilities, and endeavored to attain his ends peaceably by

negotiation, The appointment of a new governor at Surat, Huoktar

Khan, a nobleman of tne highest rank and a relative of the Hugh

al, led him to hope for an amicable Settlement of differences, es

pecially as this governor had hitherto proven himself well dis_l





posed toward the English. Bruce in the opening sentences 0!

his narration oi the events of iSSB-Q says, " When the Court had

determined to levy war upon Aurangzeb ...,. and had appointed

Sir John Child to be General or superior of the whole of the Com~_

pany's settlements, with the objeot of acquiring a fortified

station in Bengal, they were ignorant of the conquest of Bijapur

and Golconda and the decline of Sambhaji's power: " These erents

may have had their due weight with Child, who was beginning to

realize what a task he had undertaken, and especially the un

seasonableness of the undertaking. This may account {or his en~_

0

doavura to patch up some sort of a peace. It must he borne in

mind, however, that Child assumed the whole responsibility of

the war on the western coast, and offered in case oi [dilure

to stand forth as the 80ap0g0nt~$0 that the English might not

lose any prestige thereby

Leaving Child and his attenpts at negotiation with the

new governor at Surat, it is time to examine the results of Sir

Josiah Child'd polioy in Bengal. At the last mention of affairs

'0... --_--_.v_.- -.--.__—-_-—.-_ -¢---.._. ‘-n--——wn__—-.-_.“@_.-__-__-.._ --_.__-_ n-

1‘ Bruce, VOII II, p.
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in that province Charnock was established on the site of Calcut-I

ta, awaiting the arrival of his vakil from the Nawab with a more

favorable treaty. The Court of Directors had not been entirely

satisfied with the trend of affairs, as is shown by their letters

to Cnarnock and his associates. " We observe that you are so

fond of peace that you would find contradictions in the king's

and our orders, to cover your avarice and faintheartedness, whole

wiser men than yourselves can't see the least shadow of contradie _

1

tion. " Nevertheless, the Court had not begun to despair of se-.

curing their ends, but write, “‘We will undauntedly pursue the

war against the Mugnal until we have a fortified settlement in

Bengal upon as good terms as we hold Fort St. George or Bombay,

2

whatever it cost us."-That fortified post which best suited their

purpose was Chittagong. The Court of Directors emphatically de

clared that they were not such Weak and unthinking men as to

venture their estates in Bengal again in the hands of such false

and rapacious villains without a strong fort at hand to revenge

injuries, They feared, however, that their servants would be

satisfied with a return to their former condition in the manner

1&2. Hedges, Vol. II, p. 73.
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of'the lsraelites of old, hankering, as they did, after the

onions and garlic of Egynt, and thereby deorive the Company of

the fruit of all their expenditure in sending out snips men and

1

money.

, The letters of the Court at this time are somewhat con-i

tradlctory. In some they express their determination to make the.

best of present conditions without renewing hostilities, walls

in others they censure the conduct of Charnock for dilatoriness

in carrying out the original orders. There may have been a lack

of harmony in the Ceincilx at London, or Sir Josiah Child may

have regarded a fortified post at Sutanati as desirable as one

at Chittagong, providei one could be secured there. Of U19 do-A

ings of Cwtrnock ani his council from the time of their arrival

at Sutanati-(toward the close of 1637) until the reneuil of nos-,

tilities in 1658, no particulars are to be found in any of the

documents of the time. 3n just what terns no HAS estiblisnad

there, it is impossible to state.v

in the early months of 1688 (in January or February).

_’¢

the shin " Defence " and a frigate, commanded by Capt. Andrews,

——---~-. --. .- ~____. ‘_..-_-._< -__.-<-~.-._.-....-__-—_---__-_—---__-__~-____—-_—_-_-
—.--~-

10 Hedges, 1:010 I1, p.
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2111 been dospatchel to Bengal uniar an extraordinary commission

wiltch placed him over Chxrnook 1n the management of affairs in

tnmo Bay. " They (the Court of Directors) could not have made a

worse selection than in the caéo of the hot-headed, wrong-headed,

oag>riotous and futile featherorained skipper Whom they now aent~

1!

to the Hugli, entrustei with such poxors. " Tho Court in ttotr

letter to the council at tndras admitted that, owing to LlCk of

informttton from tho {tel} of operation;, they were almost utter—

ly at loss to know what orlers to give Heath ani the council at

Fort Stu Goorgo. They had decidoi to rely to a great extent upon

his Judgement, which provoi to be almost an uhknowh faculty. and

in case their sorVants hai ooncluJed a peace and had not secured

somo fortiftod post, ( it did not matter much wnethor it was Chit

tagong or not) it was to tho Directors as if they hao $130 no

peace at all. In that case, Heatd was to proceed against Chitta- 0

gong, which, not being apprizei of the coming of such a formidat

aolo too, would be unable to withstani a bold attack. In C139 the

post which had boon sacured by Charnock and his associates was

_~~—~----~---~---- -----~ ~~~—--.--_-_~ _. —_~- -~---~ ---’-_ .__.__-- --__-_--——--——-n-

16 Hedges, Vol. II, p.78.
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unsuitable for the purposos of the Company as a fortified soat'

of power, the Company's factors were to he placed on board the

" Defence " and removed to Chittagong. It would seem that fall- _

uro to capture this post was not reckoned upon in those instruct

ions.

The two letters wnlch set forth in detail tno events

which followed Caot. Hoath'd arrival at Sutanatl are from the

pens of Charnook 1nd tho captrin himself. The accounts, tnorefora

differ somewhat in coaraoter. Hnatn naturally sot; fortn his own

coniuct in flxe most Iavorzolo light. His actions, houovor, Justi-l

tied Yule'o characterization of tho man, "_Ho nay conjecture toot,

blustcr ha: got him this promotion, ani that tno promotion itself

1.

had turned his head. " The Company's opinion of nis actions mly

co iniorrod from too following extract {rem tnoir annalist, " Be

aotai fromtho impulse of his own feelings rather than in concert

with the agent and council or in onod once to the Court'o com-_

mands. By his impruoenoe ho lost all the advhntagos which mignt‘

nivc been octrlnofi, and for a time the COntlflJJHCG of flrc Company

----_----___----_---__~-‘_.-___-_.._ ~._.__._-~_-_._-—-_-_-~_--~_—-__ -_--__—
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1 I

trade in the Ganges, " Orme terms him " a man of courage, out of

2

a variable disposition, not far removed from craziness. "

Heath arrived in Balasor Road, 12, Sept., 1688, where he

fell in with the"Princess of Denmark" and two of the Company's

sleeps, On Sept. 20th, he reached Sutanati, where he disclosed

his instructions to the council and agent, and immediately display

ed his authority and importance (on the authority of Charnock)

by rejecting a proposition made by Charnock that each member of

the council summoned to deliberate on the cast course of action

should write down their opinions apart, and that these should be

the basis of further action. Although he had been enjoined to

take the advice of the agents in Bengal, he practically disre_l

garded all of their oolnions, notwithstanding their better know- ,

ledge of the state of affairs, and decided to leave Calcutta as

soon as possible. It mattered little to the captain that the a-'

gent and council were expecting an emhissary from the Nawab,

from whom they hoped to obtain favorable accomodations, His

whole course of action is characterized by haste, impatience, and

-_~_--__-“__~~--__.._.___-—-_-_-____-____L--__- _._.-~__-—_ -__ ~-__-.~

1- Bruce, Vol. 11, p, 647,} 2. Orme, Hindostan, Vol. Ii, p.

144
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utter disregard of the advice of those acquainted with native,

affairs. The 17th of Novemoer, therefore, found the Companyis

servants ani oossession; anchored in Bell>sor Road. Three of the

Conpany'§ JorVnnts were soot on s or: at various timos with mes

sages, the contents of which sore unknown to Cnarnocn, out which

he supposed were demanis for the men and goods ashore. 0n the

21th these returned asserting that-the governor had offered.to

enter into terms on to: oart of the Nawab, 1nj AS a guarantee of

his willingness, was reaiy to send off to them all the goods and

factors except two. The Nowab pronisei the Eogliso that if they

would assist him nitn 1000 horse and 2000 foot in Araknn for

12 months grwtis, he would accede to LJQir Jomanis in hengale'

The commissioners assured the native that they would do their

Dist to firing about this rooolt, and oonsidoraole good will was

ninifested on ooth sides, Heath, however, was not satisfied to

await the outcome of this negotiation, but, DOtWitflStuhjihg the

governor hai threatened to out to death the Englishmen left

ashore if an attack were made, and toe fact that the tio Eng

lish factors at Dacca and in other parts of the adjoining ooun-l

try worn oxoosed to danzor, on too var; wext morning moi; pro-_

pnrntions for an aSShUiL. noon the governor was informed of the;
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intended hostilities, he assured Heath that a perfectly satis-.

factory perwanna was on its way there and would arrive in three.

days time, but the next-day ( the 29th ) Heath moved upon the:

fortifications, and by doing this before attacking the town, gave

the governor the opportunity of seizing the Englishmen in the.

town with the threat that as Capt. Heatd favored the tavn, so

the English in his custody should be used. Still " grosser er

rors " (to quote Charnock's own letter) were committed. Parties

went out and committed great outrages against friends and ene-‘

mies. A'Persian of high rank, a wellswisner to the Company, was

shamefully naltreatei, many of his women killed, and his eunuch

captured. Wives and daughters of Christians who had taken sanc

tuary in the church were violated. The English factory on this

occasion was burned by the governor and the Company's servants

who had been previously taken prisoners were carried up country.1

Although communications arrived from the governor of Ballasor

and the Nawab, by which Heatd was advised that the Nawab would,

not grant their requests till tne agent had confirmed WiatiCapt.,

Heatd by his letter to the Nawab had promisel, and it began to

look as if-an accomodation of difficulties might-be reached,

Hoahd could not wait but left for Chittagong about the 25d ofr
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December, reaching Chittagong Road Jan-'17. Here a consultation

was held as to the advisability of attacking the place, and "all

things considered it was conclude: in the negative.lh A'letter

was dispatched to the Nawab, although against the wishes of Heath,

informing him of their arrival " purely to serve him.j" On

this occasion Heath repudiated his promises of assisting the.Na-I

wab, affirming that there were " nothing but lies wrote on both

sides-é" Disregarding the favorable reception which he met with

and the prospects of arranging matters satisfactorily, Heath hur-,

tied off to Arakan the Slst of'January.' This move was in accord-l

ance with the instructions of the Court in case of a failure to

take Chittagong. Following out the details of-tnese instructions,

proposals were made for a settlement in the dominions of the king

of Arakan. These proposils were rejected and, as a last-resort,

Heath offered to assist a revolted chief against his liege.lord.l

This offer net with favor and might have secured for him the oo-l

Ject of his expedition, bdt'" the same impatience in this as in

preceding cases marked the conduct of this officer. " Again,

he would not await the issue, but weighed anchor for Fort St

George, where he arrived with the agent and council of Bengal

'0- __~
—--___-—-_-._-—--—---~_-___—_ --__—_------_---_- —-—_-_ --_-__---

-

1‘ Hedges, V01. II, p._ 850
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and all the Company's effects March 4, 1689, Charncck comments

on Hoath'g conduct as follows, " Capt, Heath, tripping from port

to port without effecting anything, hath not only rendered our

nation ridiculous, but hath unhinged all trcatics, cy which weans

l:

the trade of Bengal will be very difficult to be evor nagainod,,"

Ormc asserts that Homth'fi conduct , crazy and irregular

as it was, produced batter effects than cculi hive coon expected

" from measures dictate} by the most grulent ccuacils," and that

tho Naaab was thorou;nly convinced by his actions tfidt tho Englih

2

lish did not care whether tnoy traded in that province or not,

Fearinq the wrath of his saporior Auranqzeb, if he parmittcd so

nlunale a trade to slip thIOJgh his hands, ho immediately 00-,

:mught~Charnock to rcturn to 3:311, " promising all tho inmunitia

hos, the denial of Which had been the causc of the l~to contcn-_

3 ,

Hons,j" Chlrnock, accompaniod by his factors and thirty scl_‘

Mars, immediately set sail for Sutannti, where they arrivad in

hny or August (1690); The following year a iirman was obtained

from Aurangzob for a tride custom free on ccniiticn that the an-.

Wmi 91m of 3909 rupccs be paid,

~‘___ __~_-___-'-.-_--_._._l--___-__~_-__-__-_-.__--__..-__.___<...--_--_-—-- -..--——

léfiedgos, Vol, II, p, 85. 3, Orme, Hindoatan, Vol. Ii, p,l4d

9,0rme, Elniostan, Vol, ii, p. 14,
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Stewart's account of tn: events whian follow?! Glarnock'i

arrival at Lhiras differ in soma of tha ezxont141 points. HG _

says that it 1:: thr dgyointirnt of x nvu N1V&J for tnc guVGIH-_

ment of Songal, Iorahim Khan, a man of strict justice anl a 0811“

ver 1n the aivanta;es of trxi: anl airiclltlra, wxicd hal con“

sidcraalo to do uita tau lioaratlon of tnc COQQAHJ'Q xgants wao

were confinoi at Daéca, ani tae restoration of £39 English. Then

too, altnough Aurangzna nai oomnanlql tfifl expulsion of the Eng-‘

lish from all parts of his dominiors, " he aluajs mada his pas

sions subservient to his policy anl ans sonslJic teat ha derived

a consideraule all to his ravcnqs by tda commarco carried on by

tne Englisn, also tSat tneir slips of var 6011i mJch 1310] his

subjects and provznt 111 [GtQISCJSSJ wet409n his Joainions Ami

li

Araola, tnereby patting i stog to tnc gilgri s visiting Haccai‘

and tharefcre enteral into negotiations far paaca. Tlese ware

douatlosz tun real causas of tan r-turn of the English. " Nod ill

J00 Charnocx for tun tniri anl last time altch nls taoarnaclo in

o
w

whatevar form hera on tho fated sltq of Calcutta," nut in regarl

to his doing hora for the next thtac yfiars, the Jocamants of tau

ttma are comparatively silent.

_-~-__--__~-...____—-------~__—___________-______ ~___ ___.-___..__~ -_._._..__ ..._ -

l; Stcvart, Bingal, p. 525. 2. Kalgos, Vol. II, p. 87.
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While these events were being transacted in Bengal,

affairs on the western coast were not meeting the expectation of~

the Court in London, It is true that Sir John Child had negotiate

ted a provisional treaty of peace with Mikhtar Eian, tne new na- .

tive governor of Surat based largely on the thirty five articles

of grievance, and it had been stipulated that-the Enillsn should.

pay but two percent customs instead of three ani one half, which

had been formerly exacted. This seeming success had elicited

:mch praise from the Court in London :3 well as a sibstintial

token of tieir appreciation in the shape of 1009 guineas. This

trivial success acted upon the Court in Lonion like strong bran-l

iy, and called for_the following letter with regard to the pos

session of St. Theme, under the date of Aug. 2‘,“t 1688, " Tne

mbjects of the Mughal cannot bear a war with the Enjllsh for

Waive months together without starving and dying by thousands

for want of work to purchase riceg'not singly for want of our

Made, but Jecauso by our war we castruct their trade with all

hetern nations, which is ten times as much as ours and all Euro-_

Pean nations put together 0.. We conclude that the Hughal's gow-‘

ernors will never give us fresh provocations or deny you Sta;

“wee. " Bruce affirms that considerable justice that the un-.

JQEIGI, lhdras Records, Vol. i, pp; 209-10.
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thitainty.of the situation of the Company at home made the Court

of Directors regard this treaty between Sir John Child and the

governor of Surat as of more consequence than it appeared to be

If

when tho Court were first informed of it-_

But the hopes of tno Chili were doomed to iissapointnent._

The treaty was found to be a more artifice to gain time, either

until the governor could learn the status gun of the English in

Bengal or receive further instructions from tn: emperor. Qiild,

suspecting this duplicity, embarked at Bombay on tne 9th of Oot-l

ober, 1688, and appeared before Surat witn seven ships, hoping to

frighten the governor into adhering to the treaty. Although at'

this time an opportunity was afforded a part or all of tho Hugh

al's fleet under the oowmand of the Siii, whicn lay in tne neigh-l

borhood, Child did not think it advisable to offer such an afs‘

front to AUrangzcb on account of his succosscs in the Deccan, and

the oonsequent danger to #hiCh Fort St. George was ox;osed,ani

because he fears: that all hopes of negotiation woull no ruined.

by such a oourso of action.,His quarxcl was with the governor at:

Sun\t-r1ther than with Auranqzeb, wno up to this time hal found

1; Bruce, Vol. II, a. 613.
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Jeots. Low comments on this course of action as follows, "Thus

as imas so often happened when civil commissioners have hampered.

the: action of military or naval commanders, the honor d' the Ser

vice and of tne British name, and as eventually appeared in this

iJistance, the interests of his master were sacrificed to pollti-A

l

cal. exigencies. " ‘This snow of force was unavailing.’MJkhtar

Xhal! soon throw off the mask of friendship
which he had assumed,

and on tJO 23th of-Deoember, 1338, seized and imprisoned Mr. Har-'

ris and Mr. Gladman, the factors at Surat, confiscated the Com-'

pany's goods, and offered a large rewani for seizing Sir John

Child alive or dead.

Bruce declares that it was Child‘s measure of leaving

Mr. Harris at Surat to preserve the Company's house and property,

and to avail himself of any opportunity presented of opening ne-,

gotiations with the governor which was the cause of the ultimate;

failure of all the plans for which the var hai been commenced.]

however this may be, it is certain that Child spent quite a litth

valuahle time in endeavorin: to provide for the safety of the

factors and goods in Surat. Although he perceived his inaeiiity

to impress the governor of Surat with the seriousness of his in-'

'
—_—_--_--__-____-----_—---__-___-___- -_____——-—_—___—-_-_~__-—

-_ --_'

lJLow. Indian Navy, Vol. I, p.75.
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tentions, he neverthelosx contin'oi off $1411) in tin ices of

findin; 5011 means of rescuing Harris an} nis coincil, ?inain

this impossiclc, he raturnei to Eomsiy, ani a ii? on ii; fily

there captured 48 of the Mughal's convoy of triiin; vessels, HA

merely detainei the ships, awaitin; an answer to a letter EfiiCJ

he dispatchei to Aurangzeb, representing his can pacific disco-I

sition and complaining of the false ani o vrosivc connect of

Hukhtir Khan, aiiin; tJIt no and twice gone to Snail; to prove

his reaiiness to acceie to any reasoniale acconoiation,

HamiltOn who write: from a personal knowledge of tie

avants, affirms that Sir John Child seized these vessels against,

the advice of the greater eart of his council, The sea officers

werv also 03.0301 to the meiaure, Gist, Killer, tie eliest, ai

visei Chill not to " meiile wit: £30 corn fleet secaise it NOJIJ

straiten tJO army, ani force tiom to look auroai for provisions,

where it might eost 0e procured, ani perhaps mijxt nfteet Eon-I

bay, WHiCR was in a great measire ueholien to tieir neighbors for

I

sustenanc: ani firewood, " Here again too mach confiienco can

I

not :0 slice. in Hamilton, who cannot flni any good thini in

Chili. Lev is eviiantly folloving K.nilton, wdei he GOHJlUJOJ,

1. Jimziton, New Accoint, p. 213,





" 30107rr, YltJ t 1 PRJJIHRFIJL tni FA7JIIY t'~t fi1F€3J.:n

Fxis jt0033.ifl;;, Cir JOJ“ r:fls:l to act ox t1; AJTzs: cl t»is

‘ r

. _' W
13'}_.

on

nxpationsni of

fixil- flatiflrs were in t.is sitJxtlow, tno fleet of tna

Sill, Yaknop Kfian, consistinj of il'sxips ani 70 3&11V1t3. nus

Dania-Rxjapur. Inasmlch as it was rw30rtei tnat tJc Siii inteulai

to invaie tun islani, a procaoiin; wnic; uouli not ha untiruly

uncxpectci in the face of avznts, C;111 intiM1tal tax: any mOVu-_

msnt whatsoavar of taia fleet 4011: no r>3\rdo1 a; IOSLilw to

Bombay ani nc wozld tzereforw oousiior him is aw 322Djo,fit-tdifi

new“4time Chili 1iirossvl a lottor to Fort St. lacrge bl~'min; Exam

{pr thoir coni:ct in axkin; overtlres to tan 31;:11 for 1 tfcaty,

as tfiolgh t10y feured L10 issue of tie war. It Jas jlst 31cm

conduct as tais azich uncouraiel tno Violant Jroceaiin; ajxinst‘

the Canaany at Surat, ( 1;: Cnild wioljel the SJori at tnis Cri

sis ultn as much vigor as his pen, he might not nave mad occaslaa

to blame his associataa {or imitating 113 Oifl conilct. ) Ha as

surci inc Culrt in London twat ha was resolvei to COHLlRJQ hos~

tilitias ani " by no moans to yiali to tno Jishonoraalw oxpeilsnt

1: Lou, Iniidn Bavy, Vol. I, p. 7:.



V
‘

V
4

‘
.
\

‘

J
P
.
“

i
t
s
.

.
.
.
-
v

,
.
~

V.
m

1
,

‘

‘
,
.
‘
.
‘
.
.
v
m
1
.
.
.
m
.
‘

W

.
.

.
n

.
.

.
.

.
\

.
.

‘

‘
‘

S
I
Q
I
J
.

.

H
.
W
!

‘
.
¢
3
.
~
.
.
.
_
a
h
.

A

)
4
.

$
9
1
7
.
.
.
.
»

.
I

0

  

  

  

  

  

a
t

1
;
»
.

.
‘
1
‘
.
.
-

\
.

I
i
i
,

-
s
u
i
t
-
1
i
"
;

.
[
v
.
5
4
a

.
.
.

.
1
4
?

\
l

1
.
.

.
7
.

1
|



124!

If

of purchasing a peace. " He would ielay attacking the Sidiis

fleet as long as the safety of Bombay world admit, because he,

was unwilling to irritate the Mugial too much, as the conquest

of Golconda and Bijaour, an} the probable reduction of Sambha- _

ji's country had increased his power considerably since the war

first arose. Tho conquest~of Salsette, which had been suggested

my the Colrt, world )0 ingossihle at this time, as there acre

not enough soldiers to deienl that island, or even Bombay. The

native troops began to desert-on the very first intimation of-the.

approach of the Sidi's fleet.

These events conclude tno first stage of the war on the.

western cosst, w-at-miy be callei the eigensigg stage._Thus far

the proceedings of Sir John Chili had not been carried outlwitn- ‘

out some little ic"ro: oi success. Thenceforth he met with notnig

J

in7 out'disaster, and this was largely due to his belief, which m.

he evidently hall from the very outbreak of hostilities that‘a

' ' ' ' enis. The fleet'of
very little show of cover #011i accomplish his

‘ ' o acethe Sidi soon manifested its hostility, but. owrng to hie abse

‘ ' 3 ~ ‘ v r ’

i I a 5 9S \J l' {4 \, (,1 'h .. I ‘ 7‘ ta s,{tJl CL~uS¢ ’ l

_¢._-_

_,
-_.__.- .

_ ---_ _ __

..____--.-_
’
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,__
.__-..-_
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maintain a defensive attituie Domini the wall of Bonoay Castle.

This fort was bxllt on a point of rocks that juttoi out Into toa

sea, and stool within 800 91095 of a hill called Dungeree, wnlch

overlookcd it. It v13 in tne snaoe of a regalar tetragon, whose

outwari 301;;on 11s a;out 599 cases, and was blil: of ;ood hard

1 I

stone, anl capable of nounttng 193 places of cannon.

The float of the Sidl accordingly made sevaral iasonnts

uoon the island, capturing Mazagon, Mahlm, and Sianl Tho fort of

Mazagon #as CdptlrBd on tho morning of the 15th. Altnougn so

sltuxnni tnxt tzo'sel lofendel tnrea 5113s of it, its leieniers

‘led wit: so nwch h‘ste tnxt oignt or ten Chests of troxsnna, con‘

tainlng aoout lOOOi each, "CPO aoandoned to the enemy. Four cnesbl

oi nex arms, fourteen cannon, two mortars, some powder snot ani

snclls also fell into the hanis of tne enemy. The fort at Manlm

was ananionoi before the eneny came in sight. This bvoxne tne

headqulrteré of the Sidi. The next day some of tn» enemy appeared

on tha mills in the noignbornood of tnls fort," and it ( in

tna nerds of Hamilton ) grievoi our Genoral'd rigntoous soul to

2

see infiiolu com: so near film in an hostile manner. " He accora

1; Hamilton, Vol. I, p. 184.

2. do. p. 219.
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“Ely dispatched a certain Cast, Pean, " who was no better sol

l!

iier than himself," witn two companies of about seventy men each,

to dislodge the enemy from their position, But part of the Eng-l

lish force broke at the approach of the nativzs, wno outnuncered

tnom ten to one, ani the valiant Pcan aas foxenost in the retreat'

and ran so fast that no did not stop to look DAOK to see unat‘had

aecome of his MGR until no 111 reaonoi a place oi safety. A'cer-l

tain lieutenant Monro bravely withstooi.the attack witi those who

remained, some fourteen men, but they some out to peices, Hamil-_

ton characterizes Pean as " a fellow as well made for rinning as

2

any I ever saw. " Such was the singular absence of discipline

and order among the English forces. A'certain Capt, Consett, of

the " Berkley Castle ", refused to coooerate with the garrison,

and desertion soon manifested itself among the English troops,}

This drew from Chili the discouraging statement that " the loss

of one European was of more consequence than the death of one'

3

hundred blacks,"'Again and again, previous to the outoraak oil

the war, the Court in London had urged the necessity of adequato'

__-____.--_.-----—_,---__-_____-_-_____ ...__..__ ____.____~_~____-_ ______-_-

1: Hamilton, Vol, I, p, 219. 2. Hamilton, Vol. I, p. 221,

3, Bruce, Vol. {1-9, 333‘.
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fortifications and an efiicent military system in Bombay by whi&1

the Company miihe be sraaarci to holi ito own in onsa of a ant

with any Indian power, but these orders were eviiently neglectai,

notwithstanding the [act tnat the dangers which follows such

an absence of discipline wore significantly brought-hon; to Sir

John Guild and nis associates 0y tnat almost riinona mutiny of:

1883.

Tan Sovernor :ni his garrison, which amountoi to only

2,500 “an, 0! ans: mil; 4 final] part xsre Europeans, were so

closely nasiflgei in Enmbay Caztlc {11$ they youii have bean

forced into a surreninr tnranjn lnok of provisicnn, had it not

been for tne effective snrvioa 0f some 05 tic Gonnany'd CIJ13—_

w icn sup 1104 inn Nwfit8 at tnn garrison 0y capturing pro-_0 P!
if!

vision ships belontin; to the Hugwai and 51: sJuJQots. fiwmiiton

was forcni inio tie 59r7i03 11 this tins nni §Xi§ sovazai cap-,

tires 0' £113 Q\ar1:t1r. Lin inscrlgiion of tJU coalition of tin;

Cenp=nj can i010tiz.s n; rw.i:l JJOJ for tie amin facts. T19.

months from AQIil i0 Segtanacr vote S))n! " v~ry iii. for uro-_

visions gran scarce by the nd1itlon of 3000 Sevajcas, that wera
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a

eaglogcd a: auxilixries in the military sorvico of tuo Company."'

He accused the administr1tlon of plundering the cruisers which

Drought 1n pnvtslons. “'When we brought-our prizes in, our Oncsts

ware scvercly soarchsd, ani it we savsi any of our pay, it'was

seized for tho Company’s use, as monny #0 had {cand in the prizes

2

which made us careless in pursuing tna enemy at sea. "

The HPQOIQtMUHt of a naw governor at Surat( Ettimnnd

m.__-_ \
'._\

lct , gave Sir John rcncwci caves of effccting w scttlussnt,

but these negotiations in not secs to have met with any success.

On tha 10th of December, 1389. Chili dosQatchej Hr. Weldon and,

Mr. Navarro acccmpanioi my Kean Nixauvy an eminent mordtant, to

the :m5na1's camp at bljapur, to endeavor to open negotiatio s

\

for a treaty of peace, anj to Obtain a firms: ior the restoration

of their priiil {93 of trai: and tna'rvcovsry of tha proyarty

wzica .zt J31fi cflcri 17 Hukhtar Kaan. " It was tha ill succcss

3

we had asnore £24? mad: otr Ganeral sick. " Unfortunately for

the Bn;lish, thesa ne30tiations wars antered noon at a most-un¢_

just captxrci Rairi Castlsfavoraslc momcnfi, as Adrangzon hai

--~~_-__~--_-___- -_—~-_--.--_~_. -~ -4-~___.~.._~.~-¢_ --_~..-_._ “_.~--~-.--’--~

10‘ Hamilton, Vol. I, p.2. m p. 2-23.

JI p.



 



ani solzoi ta) flxllj 1n! tremszr~ oi S nJJaQL, =1; tnat onlof~

tmln had sown forowl to £199 for his lilo, no 02* knew where.

From Aurangzob'i conduct tOiflr] ho Portoruasn, it 113 also ovio

dont twat he hat i~t~r=lucd to rol.oo two Zzroy an fi\rfitih9

Powers to a >o5itiiw logoalonoo on 11$ QJtWOIIZj.

In tho h013tl$?, llttlo a; little, t1: islanl of QUQQAJ

yicliai to the Slit, an: tho Zn;llsh ratltnod only tJO Cwatlo,

JfiJ JJUJt htlf l mile to tho so¢tnvzrl_of tJQ custlc. Rae alli

'%aisal hattori a on Dorqer"* Hill, VIiGJ o.orloo:oi too fort #alL

ani ilStJrJQi the zarrlson vary moonz‘tnen h? Dlt foor jroat-gxas

ln th: Cotton Hausa, corwwnly calloi the lnztw iolso, ant ratssdo

a a:tt*ry at tho Hwoly'd Hols“, ;lt in 20? g=c~s oi tho fort,

and hhnthor to £18 ladgk nousn ha ha: Joon so uwkind to, so that

it :23 Iw1,rrolz to Io Git or in gt tAQ oastlo

If

u: on 'vdl; moon "o;ttory color: it.." Just 1t this crisis, ooq‘

:ts, tall d8 got

¢0
(3fore tho rnturn of th aryas~alors sont trcat filtw Urt Xu;hal,

Elr 60:2 Chlli @lol 1: $2431? on tlo 4th 01 Foorzzry, 1590, ahl

l-v

Br:;l:r.cy icvulvol 1,0n fir. Harlis, "Mu NXJ ;till a prisoner

1

1t Sarat, aAl t“? lfifiitj Gov":norslio of unhddy on Hr, Vaux.

'-—-_-_._._~-—-__.____‘...-.-~q~_-..._----_--n_._.__-_._-_-----__ ~ .- 4_---__. --__<J‘

I; H'! 1119,17“, 7'31. I, .7.
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50

OH t1) 311 0f Klrch, Nr- Vlux grocaajzi to Sarat to

await tne IPTi711 of tar fiILRH n11cd tn: cowgisuiaaera 331 ob-'

tainai fro* t1: Emperor. Tnis 3081'31? rsacwc: 1im on Aor. 4i“,

1393, Qnl :1; follows: a; txfi r‘1>¢s~ of Hr‘ {Irris and the otnor

snrvnnts o: tno Company {ram taeir izons. If Jawiltonrmy as re- 4 \

liei upon, flL4k infortJnwte men var; maid to SiffQI every in

dignity ponsiole NiiJOJt 29in; SQJJfiCiGI to lCtiLl violgnss. racy

=~ts xitn irons 1'01t tlflif nacksw
\C

U)

er

Hware )arwjqi tfirOJjg t1

amii tx: 315:2; JRQ scoffs oi tn: native pogli1tion, wao onJoyeiv

tac sa¢ct-sls oi se~inJ tho En;1131 uroujht io;1 so lc#.,

The iflYqrlfll {irzhn $13 1150 50110121 0] tan ovaaudtion

of joaunj ,y tnfi 3111's arLy on the dtn of Jun), on the payment

of 1 [im- 0? 13000f. Accorii'w, to Emilio: 2': Hit “mm a

terri,l¢ glzjze unis» vrought haroc Iwfiflfi the gxrrison. But tne

unnelltX1n@ss of Ramsay previous to thiS nar is :ttestsi 0y otqar

authoritias. A )11;12 rxgei tqere as a¢r1y 1: 1333, anj the ser-,

vdnts of t\\ Uumnany ccn;lzia:1 zf twair 1M0; of QCIiCiHdSo,rfld.

\Jtern; 0; id traxty are referred to Jy BrJca as " an lIJilIiry

not of despotism tovari tae an lisl ... It was e:)ressaJ.1n tQTLS
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:1ni witu'ooniltiows .orn nxnil‘1iln~ 1v! florw a:rn::ivn tnln an]

wdicw ha} occzrrel from tn) first sottientni o; 13 Englisn [10—

tory in Iniia. Tna COM)1DY vare no: to -0 almittci, not as 540-,

jects of an initptnicni sov-roig‘ or ;; Javiu; a rot1Jit =t non-‘

bay, out as crlnlnnls 132:: snicf uai u+~q pru»orlawl, uni t om-t

1 I

selves ainittei to_llvo 1n V1sznlaic or slxvHIJ, only. "

The LTdflSlatiOu of tno dacreo, late} 27 £00., 1?89-90,

is as f011015: " All tae Engllsn wwvlnj mafia a most nunole, su9-‘

misslv: pctition, tan! t1n Grim : tic; unvn ion: may Jo_)1rdonoi,

4n} rmqaoétol znztnzr firnan, to nlkn twnir 01:13 forgiven mln1-,

fest, :ni 5-“L tuclr v¢knelj to tn: n21v~n11 SEIJCQ, tne most'

illJstrlows in in? vorll, to 3st 120 rcyxl illor: an; BLtimand

Kuln tme Gov rnor of SJTAt'd petition to two famOQS count, equll

:13 sky Jain; arrivci, tllt tlfij i011} jIéSwfiZ to has ;reat\

Kin; wltn 1 fins of 150,000 rupans to .is ~0st noola troasury

resemolin; to sun, dni uouli rostorn tna mcronwnts";oojs tnoy

had ta on 111?, to tho owners of tnem, an} 1011i wnlx 0y tne

nucleat olstows of tno port an} benwvo tdons lv’a for the futuro

no noro in aloh 1 shumoful minnnr; tnwroioru, His Majesty ao-_

—_-¢__~_---__—-_-__—_--___-_--—-__-_-~_.-~-_--~___-- ~ .---_-_---- ____.-¢.._
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cc>rdin$ to his duly favor to all the people of the world, hath

parxioned their faults, mercifully.forgiven them, and out-of his

r>rinoely condescension agrees, that the present be put-into the:

treasury of the port, the merchants"goods be returned, the town

flourish and they follow their trade, as in former times, and

Mr. Child who did the disgrace, cc turned out and expelled,,This

l _ H

order is irreversiole,fi Every one may not'agree with Brzce in

his staten nts that Child's death was a distinct disaster for the

English cause in eastern Iniia, sinc' he by his firmness and in-‘

tegrity had been the main support of the Company's interests in

India, and was the only man capable of extricating them from the.

difficiltbs in which they were involved, and further the fact

that Aurangzeo made the peace depend upon his dismissal from the;

service was a splendid testimonial of his services on oehalf of

the London Sist India Company.

in 1%90-91; the new governor of Bombay sent home a res

port of the condition of the Company's fortifications and garri

_—-_____--_-______ - ~________-— -__.____—_-----____—__—-—__.‘._-,__ ._._-_—-.-

é Bruce, Vol. II, pp, 859-40,
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tifications had encouraged the Sidi to make the attack and dis

embarh troops without the Mughal'% order. Had the fortifications

been sufficiently strong, more favorable terms might have been

granted by the imperial firman. The conquest of the island had

been prevented by the Jealousy of Mukhtyar Khan, who feared the

influence this would give to the Sidi. The garrison had been re-.

duced to thirty five English soldiers through the ravages of a

pestilence. Herasked for a supply of civil servants and a large

1 l

reinforcement of soldiers.

Although Fort St. George was not drawn into the war which

was being waged on the western coast, the factory of the Company:

was exposed to constant danger by the proximity of Mugnal forces.,

in 1689, Adrangzeb had issued orders dor the expulsion of the Sn;

lish from his dominions, and acting under these orders, an offi¢

car and a considerable force were sent to take the English fac

tory at Vizagapatam. These forces arrived about the 15th of Oc

tober, 1689, and the next morning surrounded the factory and made

known their errand. The English factors said that they could not'

1; Bombay Gazefleer, Vol. I, pp. 105-4;
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abandon the factory without orders from their chief. Then as

one of the Rajpnts was taking the chief factor by the hand, and,

ondeavoring to pull him out-oi the house, a Mr. Hall fired his

blunderbussand killed three of their men. Theroupon Mr. Hall, Mr,_

Stables, and Ir. Croker were murdered, the remainder taken pris-‘

oners, and their goods seized, At this time the factory at Mas

ulipatam was seized by the native governor, but it was hoped that‘

a settlement could be reached with him without much trouble, A’

oowlo for tho Madras settlements, including the English factories

oi Masulipatam, Madapollam, Vizagapatam, otc,, was granted some

months after the imperial Iirman(.28 Dec-,lSQO ) and was issued.

1 I

by Zulfikar Khan, the Mughal general in tho Dcccan.,

The evil effects upon their affairs in India of this un-_

successful attempt of the Company to vindicate its rights cannot

be overestimated,~Not only was their trade throughout india

ruined by the attempt, for it was impossible to provide invost- I

monts during such unsettled times, but an even greater disaster

had been inflctei noon the English in the loss of their prestige,

1. Wheeler, Madras Records, Vol. I, p. 214; Annals of Vizagapa

tam, p. 185.
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and from this they were not to recover for many years,_ln the

meantime another European nation was to make a similar trial and

almost succeed in wresting the control of india from its subse- I

quont possessors. With this first unsuccessful attemptlat-ercot-‘

ing an English empire in lndia, the Company sank back into a

state d obedience an: submission to the native powers, Only here

and there did an English governor venture to question Uie advisa- v

bility of granting all their demands. A generation of traders sue

ceeded this generation of statesmen and warriors, Although Sir

Josiah Chfld continued to exercise a powerful influence over his

associates in the London East India Cbnaany, the failure of this

cherished scheme ended all his attempts to carry out nis ideas of

nut the London East lndia Company ought to represent in lndia.l

illoricofort‘n, witn 1 few exceptions, it was to represent a nunocr

f traders, even to the time of Clive ( 1757 l, and he, too, like

Sir Josiah, was to co cursed rather than praisci for abandoning

he sphere of a more merchant‘s clerk, ouying and selling indian

nmodities,
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The first reports which had reachel England of the re—

sults of the itrugglo for recognition were mpst favorable. The

Gazette represented the English nation as having secured an ad

vantageous and honorable peace, bat when the real state of af- I

[airs oeoame known, the Company, and especially Sir Josiah Chili

came in for a shower of maledictions, both oral and written. The

" despot of Leadenhall St. ( as Macaulay terms him ) was libelled

in prose and verse. " This disaster had much to do with the for-I

nation of the English East India Company. it focused, as it-were,

all the opposition, Wiich had been unable hitherto to ootain a

lever powerful enough to actually build up a riVal association.)

The London Company had fallen into disrepute, and therefore tMB.

task of bringing together the enemies of the Company into an or-‘

ganized ooposition oeeame much easier. In 1891, under the influ- ,

once of Ur clamor whioi had arisen against the mismanagement and

misbarriages of the London Company the House of Commons addressed

Eng William to dissolve the Company and to incorporate a new

mm. The king replied that, " it being a matter of great impor
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tanoe, it-ro;1lrol some time to oonsioor their adirosa." In

the meantime, the matter nos transforrod to the privy council.

for consideration. The following year, when the Commons again

addressed tho king for dissolving the Comoany, he raplioi that

this could not so iono without three years notice ooing givon,

If

and the settlemant of this traio gas referral to parliament.,

Eventutlly, the English Company cam" into being as the resllt oi

these lollboratlons

Walla the war with the Moghal was at its hoignt, too

Company poolishod an accolnt of tho state of theii trade, in

which they affirmed that within the last seven years they had

ouilt 13 ships of from 900 to lBOOT. oaohg'in place of Bantam

they haiereohi ani garrisonod tnrco forts in othor parts of

india for the poplar traiog'thoy had no: at sea in lniin and

coming home llships and 4 permission shlos whose cargoes amoun- _

ted to wove £560,000; they had 7 ships ani 8 permislslon snipe

all for the Coast an: 31y whoso cargoes amounted to nearéESQO,

1; Maooherson, Vol. II, pp. 348-50.
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4300, and for the trade to the farther East, 7 ships ultn cargoes

amounting to about 100,000£;, besides about 50 small armed ves-A

sels constantly remaining in India. The goods unich remained un

sold in India amounted to;£700,000, They emphasized the advanta-l

gas which had accrued to them by their removal to Bomheu saying

that they hal brought there the principal y<rt of t%8 trade of

Surat, and the population of the town had increased from 4000 to

50,000 families, They represented their rat with the Mughal as

most successful, saying that he had been orought to raasonacle

l I

terms, wzicn were confirmed by his own firnan, it would seem tflit‘

Sir Josiah Child had been attempting to maintain the commercial

standing of the Company at home by publishing this very pompous

view of tmir condition, Granting that these facts can be relied

upon, he real offectoof the eel can be more thoroughly appreciate

ted, The Conuny has sunk very lo~ indeed. Bruce, the eulogiat

of the Connny himself admits that trade was ruined both at Bom-'

bay and in Bengal, and he would naturally be more anxious to

place the Company in a favoraole rather than an unfavoraele light

l;)hcpnorsoe, Vol, II, pp, 645_d.
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CHAPTER VII.

REVIEW 0? THE CHILD PERIOD IN INDIAN AFHAIBS- I888 THE

CHILDS ENLICHTENED STATESMEN WHO FORESAW THE FUTURE, OR HERE

THEY HRONG-HRADED AND IH?ERIOUS HDRCHANTS WHO NEARLY WRECKED THE

ENdLlSH CAUSE IN INDIA?

Of the various men who have taken some active part in

the building up and formation of the English power in the East,

none have been more maligned, or their place in the history oil

the developement of the English in India, so utterly disregarded

by historians, as Sir Josiah and Sir John Child. It is incon-'

oeivaole that two men of such influence and power, I as these men

undoubtedly were ) over the minds and persons of their fellow
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man should have taken such a predominant part in Indian poli-l

tiol, without leaving somc rocord worthy of being transmitted

to posterity, even it that record consisted largely of crimes

and oncrmitics.3Truo history consists of an arranzomant of ALL

the facts bearing on a poriod or century, with a duo regard for

the proportion of each incident, but whoa a history Kaila ut-I

torly to even mention, or at the most devotes but a paragraph

to the work of two man who in tnoir lino: of policy were the

forerunner: of such men as Olive and Hastings, about-Inca

hundrods of volumes have been aritton, such a compilation of e~_

vents is not worthy the name of a true history. This tuosia has

been writton in vain, if the importance of tho porici from 1680

to 1690 was not been snoxn. It was a period fraught with excit

ing ovonts, the fact! of which were tho outcomo of a oolicy

whose vary stupendousnesa should at least-claim recognition.

roe [not that so many writers of secondary histories agree in

discarding all tno records of the London East India Comnany
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tnaforo the time of Clive, and especially snch momentous periods

as that dominated by the Childs may be due to a great extent‘

to the fact that such writers as Hamilton,[oilowed by Anderson,

endeavor to show the insignificance of the work of such men by

emphasizing and attacking their weaknesses with all the violence

of sarcasm and inveotive. It is a relief and a pleasure to turn

to a few books like J, Talboys Wheeler's " Madras in the Oidon

Time " or Roaert Grant's " History of the East Iniia Company,?

which condescend to notice, nay even see some sparks of states

manship in man who have been characterized as wrong-headed imper

ious merchants, Wheeler says, in noting the contents of one of

the letters from the Court in London to their servants at-Madras

during this period, " The man who wrote these pregnant sentences

may have had a hard heart and an ungcvernaole temper, bit we say

BMPHATICiUsY that his head was the head of a statesman, His ro-'

proofs were sharp, but they were the dictates of genius, and not‘

1€

the impertinence of a more official-"'And again, he writes, The

1: Wheeler, Lhdras Records, vol, 1% p. 196,



 



141‘

genius of this man is stamped upon the records cfhhe time, Herev

and there we alight-upon passages from his pen so pregnant with

political wisdom, that-we frequently regret that our task is

confined to unfolding the domestic annals of the lhdras Presidon¢|

0y, ratMr than to reviewing the whole history of British lndia.1'

It is truly to be regretted that Wheeler did not undertake the

task of becoming the biographer of Sir Josiah Child, for although

he did not claim to be a historian, the result of his labors

might have given us an interesting and important mass of material

for the further study and ultimate appreciation of the work of\

this great-chairman,1

in giving a man his place in history, it is not necessary

it is even a proof of bad scholarship,to characterize him as llto‘

tic less than an angel or a fiend incarnate, The pages of history

like an account book have their debit and credit side, What must~

be the aim pf true history is to properly weigh, silt and arrange.

the evidence bearing on the life and work of any individual, and
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on the basis of this material, gathered from every quarter,

from both partisans and enemies, recognize and assign to him his

true place in the history of the times in which he lived,.

Sir Josiah Child's work as a political economist-con-l

oerns the student of history only in this, that in his writings

he gives evidence of a mind which grasped the great thought-of

English statesman of the 17th century, the idea of the commercial

expansion and almost world~dpmination of England, His hopes and

prophecies d'the future are in themselves proofs of no ordinary

mind, But-it is not in this respect that Sir Josiah Child has

been assailed, but his work in this field has rather been com_‘

mended, and this point, therefore, concerns one but'little,;

The unnatural coloring which has been given toliis poli-l

0y and work seems to have been due to Just two things, his desire

to make the Company a true monopoly, and his, to the men of that

time, incomprehensible policy of making an English empire in

India FOR ALL TIME TO COME, Few of Sir Josiah Child's ocntempc-,
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raries understood him. Burnot, in his notice of Sir Josiah

Child's deatn in 1699, sums up his life‘s work as follows, " Ho.

was a nan of great notions as to merchandise, which was his edu~_

cation, and in which he succecdodbeyond any man of his timeg'ho

applied himself chiefly to the East India trade, which my his

management was raised so high that-it drew much envy and Jeal

ousy both uaon himself and upon the Company; he had a compass of

knowledge and comprehension beyond any merchant I ever knew;'

he was vain and covetous, and thought too cunning, though to me

1! .

he seemed always sincere." This is an estimate of the man as

expressed by an unbiased contemporary, but it amounts to but

little in an endeavor to give Sir Josiah Chili his true place

in history. It shows, however,about~how far his life work was

appreciated by contemporaries, It was utterly inconceivable to

the men of that time, even to those who were most'thcrcughly

acquainted with Indian politics that Sir Josiah Child smould de~‘

sire to go to the trousle of waging an expensive and dangerous

'—-_--——_--_-—----- ___. -__—_—_— -'--_—-.—-——-_-~__________-~_ _--—--——--

l; Burnet, History of His Own Time, Book vi,
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war against so powerful an antagonist as Aurangzeb. But, as has

been pointed out before, Sir Josiah Child saw the trend of-afa

fairs, was who awake, as it were, to the signs of the times, and,

believing he saw the possibility, nay even the necessity, of car-_

rying out a successful war of vindication in India, embarked upon

that disastrous campaign with all the vigor of his strong and

energetic character. That he did not rush into hostilities,

except after due deliberation of the matter was shown before. It~

is true conditions were far different from those seventy years

later, when Clive wrested the sewer from the hands of a Mughal

emperor. Alfliough everyfliing pointed to a dissolution oflthe,

great'Muhamladan empire at'the death of Auranqzeb, yet while he:

lived he proved himself to be more than a match for his enemies.,

The attempt, therefore was premature, but there certainly was no

lack of provocation. Then, too, as Grant points out, Sir Josiah

had seen the Dutch successful in Just such attempts to vindicate.
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their rights in the East, but he appears to have overlooked

the dififeront conditions in which the English were placed.;Hev

soon found out that there was a vast dilference between attacking

the monarch or petty king of a small island and the ruler olia

vast empire._A'careful student of this period would not'endeavor

to Justify every act-or every line of policy carried out‘by Sir

Josiah Child and his brother. There is a debit as well as a cre- I

dit side to the career of Sir Josiah.3What-one would insist upon,

and insist qnn it strenoosly is to have more of the credit side;

and not ALL DEBIT. Sir Josiah Child possessed an imperious will

and a harsh and unyielding disposition, but his words and his act

must be termed the dictates of genius. Just as no one admires or

praises the love of pomp and display which mars the mharaoter of

the great Lord Chatham, so no one would seek for cnemoment to

justify or overlook Child‘s mistakes.;

Sir Josiah Child's desire to preserve the Company's mono-,

poly was natural, Child was a born trader, and no one ventures
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to deny that up to the time of the.war with the Mughal, his

commercial management of the Company leit nothing to be.deslred.;

The profits on stock were something enormous. Butlwith themin

\

creasing wealth of the Company came the natural envy of those

who were shut out from the lucrative business of trading on their

private aocount.;All writers on political economy agree, as was

shown in the discussion of Child's policy, that a monopoly of

trade is necessary in the conduct of such an enterprise as the:

London Company, Child, therefore was justified in his policy of

exoluding iaterlopers, Although in this line of policy he fol-_

lowed the Dutch, he was wise enough to see that " what is fit'Ior

one.nation to do in relation to their trade is not fit for all,"

and instead of applying Dutch laws, which made a deserter or in-_

terloper liable to capital punishment, " aimed at little beyond

a strict execution of the powers already vested in the Company

1

by the somewhat questionable authority of their charters."

I-----__---__-___.-__.____--——_-—_-—<--_-__--—--_-_____-_-_---____~———

. , . 1 e
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Another minor charge against Sir Josiah Child is his

arbitrary and seemingly imperial conduct of Indian affairs. He:

is said to have enforced laws of his own, as it were, over the;

Germany’sv settlements, and a letter is cited in which he terms

the laws of England a heap of nonsense, etc,' This point is pro-)

bably much exagerated, and there is further some question as to

the aut enticity of t e document-which is cited by the-l"

enemies of the Childs. A letter was quoted on pa in which a

sentiment somewhat akin to such an attitude is expressed, but;

In this point Child was only acting under the authority oi~the2

charters which had empowered the London Company to enact'and en-‘

1.

force laws conformable to reason, and " as near as misht'be "
Q

agreeable to the constitution of England,'

The discussion of Sir John Child's place in the history

of this period, and the larger sphere of the English In India,

has been purposely reserved until the last. The main figune of

the period was Sir Josiah Child, Sir John was undoubtedly an in-,

—‘__-_- --__—__—_—-__~___-—_--_---_-_----___--____~__--__-_- -- --__.-—

1: Grant, History of London Company, p, 107.



  

‘
(
r
.

.
)
Q
u

.
i
b
i
m
m
i

.
1
"

.
.

\
.

.
.
.

n

‘

9
1
"
“
.

  

 

  



148

ferior man to his brother. He was the expression, as it were,

of his brother in lndia, He has been charged with even greater

and darker crimes. This was probably due to the distance from

Ehgland of his field of operations. Ween communication between

the East¢and West was so difficult, it was easy for interloping'

merchants travelling between England and India to endow SJCh a

man with a reputation which sas by no means enviable, There can

be no doubt»that whatever mistakes Sir John Child committed in

India were carefully concealed, or if they became known, were

quietly ignond through the efforts and influence of his brother.;

It was certainly good policy for these two men to cooperate in

this manner, especially if Sir Josiah wished any line of his poms,

icy to meet'with success in India, One is not attracted toward

Sir John. There are several reasons for this, and the main one

is the fact that so little is known of his real character, and

even this trifling knowledqe rests upon the authority of violent
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wilt

artisans or bitter enemies. lt-is much harder to s noathize or
p y L A

appreciate the work of a man born in India, and surrounded all

through life with conditions utterly foreign to western ideas.,

Sir John Child made many mistakes, not the least of which was the:

temporizing policy which he pursued in the War with the Hugnal,_

But even in this he was wonderfully like Duplelx, who was more.of\

a statesman than a soldier. The principal accusation against'Sir

John arose from alleged persecutions of several celebrated in-A

terlopers on the western coast, and although he may have exerted

too much rigor in some of these cases, as in that of Thornburn,

he was only following out lines of policy which commend themsel—

ves to careful investigators. One would not endeavor to justify

the means employed to bring about his ends, ( if these charges be;

true, and it must be borne in mind that they rest largely on the.

authority of Hamilton ) butlthe sound policy which underlay the)

whole conduct of affairs during this period MUST NOT BE FORGOTTEN
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All fluat one 40111 ask for the Childs and this period

is RECOGNITION. Tne evonts, the men, demand this. One may assort'

with confidence that when more material becomes acoessiole, and

tnereoy a greater light is thrown upon tneso affairs, historians

who now regard early Indian history as of little or no account

will delve into these comparatively untreatej periods as into

a veritable mine of knowledge. Not alonw wonior, but oven admi

ration for two men of toese times will be the resultp_
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1.

CHAPTER 1.

TH! UNPOPULARITY OF THE LONDON EAST INDIA OOWPANY.

The English East India Company arose prfinarily out

of the opposition to monopolies which.has for so long

a time been an important factor in English politics;

and which is still a burning question.

Scarcely had Queen Elisabeth granted a charter to

a ' Company of merchants of London trading to the East

Indies. in 1600 , when various complaints were made.

These first objections, however, did not proceed so

much from the fact that the public was excluded from any

share in the traffic, as from the exportation of bullion.

"They objected that it would impoverish the country by

exporting gold and silver in .exchange for perishable

commodities; that the long voyages would occasion an enor

mous waste of timber and that the climate of the East

would prove destructive to mariners. And after all the

object was merely to glut the market with spices which

the Turkey Company already supplied." These complaints

were directed against the East India trade itself, rather

than the restriction or it to a particulsrchannel and were

probably raised by the Turkey Company which was, even at so

early a date Jealous of the rivalrf of the London East

 

l. Iacpherson, p 218.

IcOulloch , p 521.

Grant, p 4.

Anderson-' Sir William Monsen's Naval Tracts“.
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2.

Soon after the departure of the second voyage in

1604 King James 1 licensed a Sir Edward Michelborne

and certain other persons to discover and trade with

Cathai (China), Japan, Cores, Cambay and such other

places as had not hitherto been frequented by the Bug

11811.1 In 1615 a small tract was published entitled

"Trades Inorease', in which it was urged that the Russian

trade was neglected in following that to the East Indies.

These complaints were seconded by those of the Turkey

Company which urged that the trade of the East India

Company was injuring theirs to the Levant. To all these

objections Sir Dudley Digges replied in this same year

in an article entitled , ' The Defense or Trade",2 in

which, after accounting for the loss of ships and men

he gives the details of the state of the Company's

trade. In 1621 a further defense of the Company was

published by Mr. Mun, a stockholder in that Company,

who says, I that although the Company had lost twelve

ships in the hostilities against the Dutch they had yet

remaining twenty-one good ships and property to the

amount of £400,000."3

The true state of affairs in great measure may be

 

l. Iacpherson, p241.

Grant , p 7.

2. Maopherson, p 279.

Grant, P 110

3. Crant,p<14.



 



3.

understood from the preamble of a petition and remon

strance presented to the House of 00mmone in 1628 , of

which the substance was,1' that the Company having existed

twenty-eight years by the charters of Queen Elizabeth,

King James and King Charles had traded with great success

to India until sundry 111 accidents from storms and

enemies, but more especially from professed friends and

allies ( meaning the Dutch) have infinitely damaged it;

which misfortunes together with our annual exportation of

foreign coin to India , have begot such causeless com

plaints as thereby have much discouraged the adventurers

from trading any longer, under the general censure of all

ranks of the nation. The Company therefore humbly pray

that the Honorable House take the matter into their con

sideration, and if upon their examination the said trade

shall be found to be unprofitable to the nation, that it

may be suppressed; but if otherwise, they pray that it

may be supported and countenanced by some public-declara

tion for the satisfaction of all His Majesty's subjects

and the better encouragement of the present adventurers.‘

The reasons brought forward for the continuance of the

Company were:

1. That it increased the strength of the English

1187? s

 

1. Iacpherson, p 351.
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4.

11. That it increased the wealth of the nation.

111. That it weakened the King of Spain and his

subjects, by exhausting their treasure.

1V. An answer to the common objection that the East

India trade exhausts our treasure.

The sudden dissolution of Parliament prevented their

taking this remonstrance into their consideration,

but the article was reprinted in 1641. It is noteworthy,

however, there is no mention in the whole document of

the Company's being a monopoly- a fact which induces

one writer to comment onl" the silance of the Company

on that tender point" as an evidence of their prudence

in not taking up a subject on which they would not be

able to satisfy the House of Commons at that critical

time; and equally induces another to conclude2 " that the

question of monopolies was not even raised at that time."

The next severe blow 5 which the Company received

was in 1635 when Charles 1 licensed Sir William Courten

and others to trade for a certain term of years to parts

of India, China and Japan, which the Company had not yet

touched on the ground that the Company had neglected their

privileges. This was a direct attack on the exclusive

 

l. Macpherson, p 555.

2. Grant, p 55-5.

5. Macpherson p 450.

Mo Culloch p 525.

Grant p 27.
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5.

trade or the company. The grant was renewed for a second

term of'yeara and the Association continued during the

remainder of the reign of Charles 1. But the attempt

finally, ended in failure and Courten's Association

was forced to ask for a union with the 00mpany, which was

effected during the first years of the Commonwealth.

In 1652,1 a virulent pamphlet appeared against the

Company entitled I Strange New: from India'I intended to

favor the solicitation of the heirs of Sir William Cour

ten. The Lord Protector Cromwell was in favor of free

trade and although he did not withdraw the Company's

charter, yet a considerable number of merchants were

permitted to engage in the Indian trade altogether in

dependently, some of whom he incorporated as ' the Mer

chant Adventurers" in 1654. This continued till 1657

when the Lord Protector confirmed the charter and monopoly

of the London Company2 in spite of the opposition of that

part of the Company which had formed Courten's Association

and which now urged the formation of a regulated instead

of a oint stock , in a petition to Parliament on Novem

“'3"'

ber 17, 1656.

Cromwell's charter was confirmed by Charles 11 in

4

1661 and again in 1676 with additional privileges.

 

1. Macpherson p 449.

2. Grant p 48.

3. Bruce _ Vol. 1, p 518.

McOullooh p 524.

4. Macpherson p 579.

Mo Oulloeh p 524.
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6.

Nevertheless since these grants of the King were not

confirmed by Act of Parliament , private traders or ' in

terlopers' as they were termed, frequently appeared

within the Company's limits. They raised a great clamor

against the Company on account of its many exclusive

privileges and, very boldly for that time, published their

opinion that the Oomyany's Charters were null and void,

since the Crown could not legally grant charters con

ferring privileges of the character of monopolies without

the concurrence of Parliament.1

2

in 1676 in the letter , ' from a Barrister of the Temp

These objections appeared

pie to a country gentlem n in answer to a supposed letter

to him on this subject, dissuading him from longer trust

ing his children's fortunes to East India bonds.I An

answer to this appeared in 1677 entitled ' The East India

Trade, A Most Profitable Trade to the Kingdom and Best

Secured and Improved in a Company and a Joint Stock:

Represented in a Letter Iritten upon the Occasion of Two

Letters Lately Published Insinuating the Contrary." This

was possibly by the famous Sir Josiah Child who during the

greater part of the reign of Charles 11 and James 11 man»

aged the affairs of the Company.

His general propositions are 3

1. That the East India trade takes off a considerable

quantity of our native commodities and manufactures..

 

1e "301311611011, p2. Ibid, p 584.
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7.

11. That it supplies us cheaply with the most

necessary commodities for our own consumption.

111. That it brings us some commodities for our

further manufacture.

1V. That it furnishes a large quantity of goods

for foreign markets.

V. That it employs a great number of English ship

ing.

V1. That it occasions the building of ships of more

burden and force for warlike service and the defense of

the kingdom than any other trade whatever.

Vll. That it brings in a considerable revenue to the

King's Customs and addition to the nation's stock."

1

In 1681, an anonymous work appeared under the sig

nature entitled, " A Treatise ,

wherein is Demonstrated that the East India Trade is the

most National of All Foreign Trades". From the style

and scope of the work, Sir Josiah Child seems to have

been the author of this also. In it , he defends Joint

stock as opposed to regulated Companies. This same

2

year the silk weavers of London petitioned the House of

Commons unsuccessfully against the wear of India silks,

while the Turkey Company brought in a complaint against

 

l. Maopherson, p 597.

Grant p 59.

McCulloch, p 525.

2. Maopherson, p 597-8.
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them for the importation of raw silks. As far back as the

year 1670 the English Levant Company began to complain'

of the importation of wrought and raw silks by the Lon

don East India Company; as those articles had formerly

been imported solely from Turkey. In 1681, the Turkey

Company made a formal cemplaint to the King's Council

on which a hearing ensued. The Turkey Company alleged

that it had had control of this trade for a hundred years

past and exported a large quantity of English manufac

tures, while the East India Company impoverished the nation

by the exportation of a vast quantity of gold and silver:

and that, moreover, their trade as being a regulated

Company instead of a Joint stock Company was much more

open and comprehensive, since it admitted all Ibred-mer

chants". They, therfore, humbly prayed that'' for the

relief of the now languishing , but most necessary Turkey

trade, His Majesty would be graciously pleased to permit

the Turkey Company the exercise of the trade of the Red

Sea and all other dominions of the Grand Signior (i.e.

Arabia and part of Africa) according to the large extent

of their Charter, and access thereunto by the most con

venient passage,(i.e. around the cape of Good Hope)"1 In

addition to this, nine reasons vere given against the

manageflment of the East India trade under the present

 

1. Macpherson, p 600.
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Joint stock .

1. The 00mpany had agreed in their Charter of 1657

that the stock should be balanced and a new subscription

opened at the end of seven years.

11. They impoverished the working people of England

by sending out to India throwsters , weavers and dyers,

and by actually setting up the manufacture of silks there.

111. Though many of the first subscribers have died

off, yet there is no liberty for young merchants to

come in on a new subscription.

IV. The so-long continuance of the stock is the

reason for its having fallen into so few hands.

V. They export great quantities of bullion and a

small quantity of cloth.

V1. Of the 550 members of the Company , not above

one fifth are merchants, and as these last are always

of the Committee, it happens that many of the choicest

goods are sent home on their private accounts.

Y11.-V111. A new subscription would bring in more

money and new merchants and thus would enable trade

to spread to Persia, Japan, Arrachan, Acheen., Sumatra,

Pegu, Madagascar and many other places, which are not

touched at present.

IX. The lenders of the dead stock of 5 600,000 at

the low interest of 3% hazard their principle for that

low interest, while the Oomyany makes 50 fi'without any

 

1. Iacpherson, p 602.
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hazard. Furthermore, the lenders have only the common seal

of the Company to depend upon as security in case of losses.

The East India Company answered these objections at length:

but no decision seems to have been given by the Council.

During the latter part of the reign of Charles 11

and of his successor, the number of private adventurers ,

or ' interlopers' in the Indian trade increased in an un

usual degree. The Company vigorously exerted themselves

in defense of what they corceived to be their rights.

This decisive and perhaps rigorous exercise of authority,

instituted by Sir Josiah Child and practiced by his in

struments in India formed a further subject for recrimination

to the opponents of the Company. The Company in turn made

great 00mplaints against the interloping ships, declaring

that,1' the Company were at an annual expense of a £100,

000 to maintain their forts , etc., and that it would be im

possible to carry on a profitable commerce if the "inter

lopers' were tolerated. The question at last came to a

legal iseue,21n a prosecution brought by the Company in

1685 against Mr. Thomas Sandys, as having been guilty of a

violation of their patent by trading without license to the

last Indies, before the Court of the King's Bench. After

a long and curious trial a decision was rendered by Chief

Justice Jettreys in favor of the Company. But the decision

was ascribed to corrupt influence and a violent clamor was
 

Iacpherson, p 605.

2. Ibid, p 606, 613.

Grant, p 108.

He Culloch p 525.
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raised against the Company, chiefly through the ' interlopere

and their friends. So that the"interlopers"continued

their voyages to India, being encouraged by the opinion

of certain lawyers who freely declared1 that the King

could not legally obstruct them by any Charter whatever,

granted to the Company unless their exclusive power had

the sanction of an act of Parliament. Nevertheless, the

King sent out a ship of war to India to protect the

Company from interlopers"and privateers.

This discussion was suspended by the Revolution of 1688,

only to revive with renewed force in the unsettled period

Which followed. The meeting of the 'Convention Parlia

ment in 1689 gave the Company's opponents hopes of a suc

cessful issue to their efforts. Their opinions, however,

were divided, part desiring an open trade, and part the for

mation of a new Joint stock Company, on a more liberal

footing. Petitions and remonstrances were presented on

all sides both to the King and Parliament; but while the

latter repeatedly passed resolutions in favor of the new Com

pany, the former repeatedly granted charters to the old.

The proceedings that took place on this occasion were among

the most disgraceful in the history of the Company. The most

open and unblushing corruption was practiced by all parties.

"It was in factz, a trial which should bribe highest,

public authority inclining to one or the other as the

 

l. Macpherson, p 606.

2. Ho Culloch, p 526.

Ibid, Modern Universal HistorgrVol. I , p 127

Grant, p 108.
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irresietable force of gold directed.’

The Company had Just been to a great expense in their

war with the Mughal. This expense together with the in

cessant clamors of the "interlopers' and of the friends of

those put to death at St. Helena,g?ointly conspired to bring

the Company into great discredit. Printed papers were hands

about, relating their habits and customs, 'their courses,

and miscarriages". Proposals were also published for

dissolving the Company and erecting a new one and the

House of Commons was so far influenced by these as in

1691 to address King Iilliam to dissolve the Company

agreeable to the power reserved by the Crown in their

Charter and to incorporate a new one. The King's answer we

' that it being a matter of very great importance, it

required some time to consider their address .' In the

meantime , he referred it to a Committee of the Privy

Council ; whereupon the Company in writing, declared their

submission to such regulations as that Committee of the

Council should prescribe. These were in substance that thei

capital stock should be made up to £1,500,000 at least, but.

not to exceed .3 2,000,000 of which the present Company's

capital was to constitute apart. The present Company

 

1. In the year 1685 the people of the Island of St. Helena

refused to payoertain taxes which they alleged to be con

trary to their contract with the Company when they came

to settle there. The Company taking advantagecf the in

creased authority granted by their new Charter reduced

them to obedience by force and executed certain persons.

A grat clamor was therefore raised by the widows and relatio

of these persons, whose case being laid before the House of

Commons in 1665, the House voted that what the Company had

done ' was arbitrary and illegal'.3acPherson, p 611.
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Jointly with the new subscribers should be incorporated

for twenty-one years.1

The London East India Compamr'svindication of then

selves by way of reply to the proposed regulations of the

Privy-Oo~ncil of the preceding year set forth,2 ' that the

pr sent stock of the Company, quick and dead, was really

Worth more than L 1, 300,000 and they knew no law why

they should be dispossessedigheir estates at an undervalue;

that their forts, towns and factories in India were theirs

forever by their Charters and had cost them over 51,000,

000 sterling; and that all the other proposed regulations

were better provided for by their present Charter than

they could be by any new one."2

This same year, 1692, the King in reply to the address

of the House of Commons demanding the dissolution of the

London East India Oomgany replied that, I upon due con

sideration, he could not dissolve the Company in less than

three years' warning, during which time they could not be

hindered from trading, no r could a new Company trade

until those three years were expired: - that the Company

having rejected most of the regulations, made by the

Committee or the Council, he was of the opinion that what

was needful to preserve this valuable trade could not be

perfected without the concurrence of Parliament, wherefore

 

1. Macpherson, p 549.

2. Ibid, p 649.

3. 'Account of Some Transactions in the House of

Commons and before the Lords of the Privy-Council,Rc

lating to the East India Company." Quarto 1695.
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he recommended th'm to prepare a bill for that purpose.‘I

Hereupon, the House of Commons took the settlement of this

trade into consideration, but through their own divisions

and the Company's great interest they did nothing effec

tual: only at the close of the session they addressed the

King for the dissolution of the Company at the end or three

years. This, His Hajesty promised to consider.1

In 1693, it hapbened , either intentionally or most

unaccountedly that the Company neglected to pay the tax

(recently enacted by Parliament on Joint stock and other

Companies) within the time limited by the Act. By this

they legally forfeited their Charter. Yet King Willimn

was unwilling to take advantage of this as it would have

occasioned great disorders and losses to the proprietors.

But upon this, the Company was accused of having distributed

great sums of money to men in power.2

Nevertheless the Company obtained a new Charter on

October 7, 1693, restoring it to all power which they had

had by their former Charter with the following proviso:

' That if the Company do not accept, submit to, and

effectually execute such orders , directions, additions,

alterations and restrictions, etc. relating to the Con

stitution and powers of their Corporation and its trade

 

l. Macpherson, p 650.

2. “The House of Commons having ordered an examination of

the East India Company's books, it appeared that the sums

paid for 'special services' which before the Revolution

IGATCly ever exceededL 1,800 per year had ever since gradu

ally increased, and in the year 1695 amounted to £90,000,0f

'which'Ll0,000 were traced to the King,£50,000 to the Duke of

Leeds, and other sums to other men in power.'Macphereon, ’
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and Joint stock, etc. as the King shell by Charter ordain

under his great seal before September 29, 1694, then their

Majesties may revoke this 0harter.1'

These regulations and orders were accordingly made by

two royal charters, the first of which on November 11,

1693 was in substance as follows:- 2

1. All subscribers shall be members of the Company.

11. L 744,000 shall be the whole capital of the 00m» _/

pany. b//

111. None shall subscribe above $10,000.

lV. In general court L 1,000 stock shall have one vote

and none shall have more than ten votes.

V. Such as shall become proprietors by purchase shall

pay for their freedom 55, who, as also the new subscribers

shall take the oaths appointed by law, and also the tree

man's oath.

V1. The Governor or in his absence the Deputy-Governor

to have a casting vote in all courts, each of them to have

54,000 in his own right and each Director 51,000.

Vll. No permission shall be granted for ships to India

on a private account, on penalty or forfeiting the Charter

Vlll. No private contract is to be made for the sale

of the Company's goods ( saltpetre only accepted for the

King's use) but all to be openly and publicly sold and no

one lot to exceed $500, Jewels excepted.

 

1. Macpherson, History of Great Britain, Vol. 11, p 79.

2. Macpherson, p 655 .





16.

1!. The Company shall annually export to India of

the growth and product of England to the value of £100,000.

X. The Company shall annually supply the Crown with

saltpetre, 500 tons atLSC - £10 per ton in time of peace,

and £45 in time of war.

X1. All divisions of the Company's profit shall for

the future be made in money only.

111. A book shall hereafter be kept by the Company,

wherein their stock, as attested upon oath shall be entered;

to be viewed by all concerned.

X111. The Joint stock of the Company shall continue

for twenty-one years and one year before its expiration

books shall be opened to new subscribers to a new Joint atock

The second Charter of regulation appeared September 28,

1694, which after reciting the substance of the two preceding

charters , made the following alterations.l

l. The Company may license their ow" commanders and

mariners, but no others, to trade on their Own private accoun

in such commodities and to such value as a general court shal

direct, provided entry shall be first duly made as well as

customs paid before landing the same.

11. To the intent that the COmpany's annual expor

tation to India of the value of~LlO0,000 of English goods

may truly be proved, a Just account of them in writing,

signed by the Governor or Deputy-Governor, shall be annually

laid before the Kin; and Council attested on the oath of

 

l. Hacpherson, p 661-2.
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the proper officers, which goods shall not be relanded

or carried anywhere out of the Company's limits.

111. Neither the Governor, Deputy-Governor, nor Comp

mittees shall lend out of the Company's money without a

general court.

1V. If this and the two last charters shall not appear

to be profitable to the Crown and realm, either in whole

or in part, then after three years warning all the three

Charters shall cease and be determined and void; and the

Governor and Company shall no longer continue a Corporation.

V. The Company shall by writing under their common seal

declare their acceptance of and submission to this and the

last two said charters or else theyshall no longer act as

a Corporation.

By the new subscription of-L 744,000 which added 781

members to the East India Company, it might be imagined that

they had effectually secured themselves against the at

tack of their opponents. But as the Company had expended

vast sums of money to certain members of Parliament and

others, both for obtaining the last three Charters

and for endeavoring to divide and buy off the 'interlopers'

and above all for obtaining an Act of Parliament fer their

absolutely legal establishment, their enemies found means

for influencing the House of Commons against them so far as

to enter upon a strict examination of their practices.

By this in quiry it was discovered that in 1693 alone
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while Sir Thomas Oooke was Governor and Francis Tyron ,

Esquire, Deputy Governor, upwards of £80,000 were ex1ended

for secret services by the former and by Sir Basil Fire

brace- lately bought off from the interloping interests.1

These last two gentlemen were committed to the Tower by the

House of Commons, in 1695, for refusing to state to whom the

secret service money was paid together with Mr. Charles
’

O
I!

Bates and Mr. James Craggs. Although in obedience to an

Act of Parliament in the year 1694, Sir Thomas Cooke made

a discovery of many things to both houses of Parliament,

yet they did not give entire satisfaction as may be seen more

fully in the printed collection and supplement of the Debates

.of Parliament of the years 1694 ~5. "Upon the i nquiries

into the late briberies and corrupt practices" (Quarto

1695),Thc inquiry actually proceeded far enough to implicate

persons of great emminence, among others the Duke of

Leeds, against whom the House of Commons actually preferred

articles of impeachment before the Lords. This conflict,

however, seems to have terminated by a general compromise.

The proceedings began to languish and being suspended by a

prorogation of Parliament appear never again to have been

resumed or even remembered.

 

1. In Grant's 'History of the East India Company? p 110,

he says "these practices were, in 1695, detected by the House

of Commons who discovered that two years before upwards of

{£00,000 had been granted by the Directors on the services

in question."

2. Macpherson, p 662.

3. Grant, p 110.

00mmons Journal, April and May - 7 I.
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CHAPTER 11.

THE ESTABLISHHENT OF THE ENGLISH EAST INDIA COHPANY

The complaints against the London East India Company's

proceedings, together with their great losses of ships and

rich cargoes, incurred during the war with the Mughal

Emperor , Aurangzeb, which had prevented its making any

dividends for several years past had by the year 1697 occa

sioned a general detestation for the Company. This broke

out more plainly in the Spring of 1698, when the House of

Commons took the state of the East India trade into their

serious consideration. The Court of Directors of the Lon

don East India Companylnow thought it prudent to make a pro

position to Parliament that they would advance 5700,000

at QZ interest for the public service, provided their

Charter should be confirmed by an Act of Parliament and the

exclusive trade to India legally settled on the London Com

pany. While this subject was under considerat on and the

House seemingly listening to the proposal the"Private

Merchants" renewed their applications to obtainzfrom Parlia

ment an Act creating a new East India Company , founding the!

application on the public prejudice against monopolies and

 

1. Bruce, p 252.

Macpherson, p 694.

Grant, p 118.

McCulloch, p 526.

2. nruce, p 253.

Nhcpnerson’ p
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connecting these prejudices with the discontent of many

of the Proprietors of the East India Company, who had not

regularly received their dividends owing to the losses

of the recent years. They were headed by Mr. Samuel

Shepheriland countenanced by Mr. Montague, the Chancellor

of the Exchequer. They offered to advance £2,000,000 at

Bfi'interest, provided they might have the sole ~xclusive trade“

to India vested in them and that they should not be obliged

to trade on Joint Stock unless they should afterwards de

sire to be incorporated, in which case a Charter should

be granted them. The pecuniary difficulties in which‘the

Government was at this time involved induced them to favor

the latter proposal. The large offer of £2,000,000 though

at a higher interest,2was considered to be more advantageous

to the public than the offer of £700,000 by the London

Company, because it would furnish the State with a greater

and more immediate supply of money. A Bill was therefore

introduced into the House of Commons for accepting the

offer of1L2,000,000.

The Court of Directorszprayed to be heard on this

Bill and the Company's Counsellfleaded in both Houses their

several successive Charters, all of whose conditions they

had fulfilled; which among other great privileges styled

them "Lords Proprietors of Bombay and St. Helena:" that

 

l. Macpherson, p 694.

2. Bruce, p 253.

3. Macpherson, p 694.

Bruce, p 253,
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they possessed a full~right to their settlements to which

by law they had the exclusive title; and that they enjoyed

commercial privileges in the settlements which they had

purchased for valuable considerations. They set forth,

further, that the Company had actually acquired at their own

sole expense revenues at Fort St. George, Fort St. David

and Bombay as well as in Persia and elsewhere to the amount

of 5 44,000 per ahyum, also a large extent of land in these

respective places 3 that they had also erected forts and

settlements and procured territories on the Island of

Sumatra and on the Malabar Coast wi‘hout which the pepper trade

would have been entirely lost to England; that they had a

strong fort in Bengal and also many factories and build

ings and settlements in divers other parts. {They had

moreover, purchased of the India Princes at high rates many

privileges and immunities, all which they were encouraged to

do out of a firm belief that their rights and inheritancee

would on all occassions be the object of the Nation's care;

that since this Bill was brought in the Company agreed to

submit their present stock to a valuation of sofl, viz.,

ZQK on their dead stock Which they were content to warrant

even at that rate and 50% upon their live stock, and upon

these terms they offered to open a subscription likewise

1. These revenues arose from customs and licenses for

selling wine, for fishing, for farms of tobacco and

betel; for quit rents, house rents, and garden rents to

natives; passage for country ships, tonnage , anchorage

and salvage, all of which were constantly increasing.

Kacpherson, p 694.
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for $2,000,000.

1n answer}the Counsel for the new Association re

plied that the old Company in reciting their Charters had

forgotten to mention the proviso therein from the first

Charter of Queen Elizabeth to the present time; that the

Crown which granted them reserved discretionary powers
.,p~.-..

to make them void or three years warning if the trade should

not prove profitable to the King and to the realm; that

the King solely in his character as King could not grant

an exclusive trade, as being directly contrary to law;

neither had the present king, in fact, granted any such

exclusive right; that several recoveries had been made at

law against the 00mpany prosecuting such pretended right;

that the King's message to the Commons in 1692 plainly sig

nified that the concurrence of Parliament was necessary

for making a complete and useful settlement of this trade?

that when they mentioned the resolution of the Commons in

1691, they omitted their other resolutions, namely, "that

it was lawful for all persons to trade to the East Indies

unless restricted by Act of Parliament"; that the patent for

some trades with Joint stock - while the trades for which

they were granted were in their infancy- had been permitted

for the sake of getting a settled trade and till the first

adventurers had reaped some of their expense and risks.

 

l. Nacpherson, p 695.

Bruce, p 855.

2. Here they expatiated upon the bribery and other indi

rect proceedings of the Company in 1692-5,
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Yet afterwards when such trades had grown considerable thu

wisdom of the Nation had always, or generally, Judged it

fitting to open a way for the Kingdom to receive a general

benefit therefrom;1 that it was never esteemed a breach of

public faith nor a derogation from the credit of the Great

Seal or from the honor oP the Kings to have their patents

annulled by Parliament , when it appeared that such grants

were unprofitable or contrary to the common rights of the

subject; neither did any Kings think themselves bound ix

honor or conscience to refuse passing an Act of Parliament

for nnnulling such grants; that, moreover, Kings having

often been deceived in such gnants, they had even been fre

quently annulled by ordinary law.

On the other handzthe London Company again further re

plied and urged that the property of many families, widows,

and orphans were greatly affected by this Bill and would be

lost unless supported by a fixed Joint stock; moreover, the

Bill made no provision for any determined stock ' in so much

that the trade may be lost to the nation for want of suf

ficient capital to carry it on; it appearing by thirty years

experience that it required at least {600,000 every year to

carry this trade to its utmost." That even during the three

years to Michaelmas, 1701, the new subscribers were by this

1
 

l. The Association which was now using such arguments against

the old Company was at this time asking for and afterwards

obtained an exclusive trade to India.

2. Macpherson, p 695.

Bruce, p 254.
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Bill permitted to trade as well as the old Company which

was contrary to the Charters and would create great con

fusion, and would render the said three years trade allowed

to the old Company of no benefit, because they still were

bound to export to the value of £100,000 annually of

British manufactures, while the new Company were under no

such obligation. l The old Company was, moreover, obliged

to pay taxes, keep up forts, factories, etc., while the new

subscribers were to have an equal benefit of the trade with

Out either ; that since the last new subscription in 1695

the Company had lost either by accidents or the calami

ties of war twelve great ships, which with their cargoes

would have sold for nearly L 1,500,000, and yet notwith

standing such losses, they had paid in customs since that

period-L295,000 besides £85,000 in taxes ; that moreover

they supplied the King in Holland on a pressing occasion

with 6,000 barrels of gun-I‘Mder and had likewise at a time

of great extremity subscribed £80,000 for circulating

exchequer bills at the instance of the treasury; and that ,

in short, many hundred families had their whole fortunes

depending on the stock of the present Company, who would be

utterly ruined if this Bill should take effect. It was ,

furthermore, alleged against the old Company2 that the

new subscribers to that Company's stock in the year 1695

 

1. 'Series of East India Charters. (printed) from Queen

Elizabeth to 1698 .

Anderson's History of Commerce, Vol-ll, p 634.

2. Macpherson, p 696.
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were deluded into it by the Charter then obtained by in.

direct means, and by the hopes of an Act of Parliament to

confirm it,and by the old proprietors having valued their

stock at £750,000 whereby they shared £575, 000 of the new

subscribers' money among themselves; and as they had warn

ing sufficient by the transaction before the King and

Council, nobody was answerable for thei loss bu themselves.

There reasons weighing or seeming to weigh with Par

liament, and some of the old company's leaders, moreover,

being said to have been disaffected to the State or perhaps

because the new subscribers were the favorites of the min

istry, an Act of Parliament was passed?(10th William 111

0ap.44) "for the raising of a sum not to exceed two millions

upon a fund for the payment of annuities after the rate of

&fl and for settling the trade to the East Indies. '

The substance of this Act was as follows: The King might

appoint commissioners for taking subscriptions from any

persons or corporations - the Bank of England excepted

for the raising of £2,000,000 after Michaelmas,1698, the en

tire interest being £160,000 per annum, arising from the

duty on salt and certain additional duties on stamped parch

ment and paper; the new society to be called, "The General

Society of Traders to the East Indies'. They were empowered

to trade either directly themselves or to license others

 

1. Bruce, p 255.

Hacpherson, p 696.

East India Acts (FTLDtQd 1786) p 14.

Grant, p 118.

Iodulloch 526.
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in their stead, but so as not to trade annually for more

than the amount of their respective shares or stock. Yet

the King by his Charter might incorporate the subscribers

into one Body Politiclwith the perpetual succession, etc.

and the usual powers. Until that time, the subscribers were

to elect out of their body twenty-four trustees. Corpora

tions having shares herein might trade in proportion to their

sharesz. Neither the general Society nor any Company that

should be established in pursuance of this Act should borrow

or give security for any sum on the credit of the funds

granted by the ActS. Neither should they borrow, owe or

give security for any othe" or greater sums than should be

enmloyed in their trades; Ihich should be borrowed only

on their common seal and not repayable in less than six

months. Neither should they discount any bills, or notes,

nor keep books or cash for any person whatever, other than

their own Corporation.4 5X additional duty, rated on the

value, was laid on all India goods imported from Michaelmas,

1698, to be paid by the general Society and by such Company

or Companies as may be erected , for maintaining Ambassadors

and other extraordinary expenses, the overplus of which was

to be disposed of for the benefit of all members. Upon three

years notice after Michaelmas, 1711, and repayment by Parlia

 

1. This was the intention from the first.

2. This seems plainly designed, for what soon after happen

ed infevor of the old Company.

3. Macpherson, p 697.

4. These clauses were introduced to prevent encroaching

upon the province of the Bank.
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ment or the said £2,000,000 , then all the duties, privileges

etc. should ceasel,provided, however, that the existing

East India Company might trade to India until Michaelmas,

1701. The separate traders formerly called "interlopers' ,

already gone out, might safely return. All further sale

should be made openly ' by inch of candle" , on pain of

forfeiting one half to the King and one half to the in

former.2The existing Company should pay their Just debts.

No Society that should be erected in pursuance of this

Act should owe at any one time more than the value of their

capital stock, undivided; and if by any dividends their

debts should at any time exceed the amount of their cep

ital stock, the respective members should be liable for the

same so far as the shares they received upon such dividends

should extend, besides cost of suit.

Books for subscription were accordingly openedsand the

entire L2,000,000 was subscribed in less than three days;

and there were persons ready to have subscribed as much

more. The law having empowered the King to incorporate all

subscribers into one exclusive Company named the "General

Society trading to the East Indies" , their Charter was dated

4

September 3, 1898. By this Charter the individuals con

 

1.The term was extended to March 26th , 1726 with three years

notice . >

2. This was to obviate the clandestine sales said to have

been made by the connivance of or for the benefit of the

Directors.

5. Maopherson, p 698.

4. Bruce, p 257.

Hacpherson, p 699.
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stituting this Society were entitled to trade in proportion

to ‘he amount of stock subscribed, that is, each to be a

'ssparate trader" .lThe London Company taking advantage of

this clause which permitted Corporations to subscribe and

trade to the amount of their subscription , ' subscribed as

large a sum as they could that they might trade on it

after their Own charter expired". They, therfore, sub

scribed £515,000 to the new Company's stock.

Two days after the grant of the first Charter, Septem

ber 5, 1698, the King incorporated the Majority of the

subscribers and their successors by Charter 2 to be one

exlusive Company to trade on Joint stock under the name of

the "English Company trading to the East Indies" , to have

perpetual succession and to trade forever hereafter to India

to the amount of their capital stock with the customary

privileges of having a common seal and making by-laws,

of suing and being sued and of purchasing an undetermined

quantity of land , to. With this remarkable clause, which

provided the means afterwards of uniting the two Companies ,

viz., ' that all Corporations and persons who should desire

any right or title from any of the said subscribers or their

‘successors should be esteemed members of the new Company and

be received and admitted as such, gratis.

 

l. Recital of the Incorporation of the General Society in

the Charter incorporating the English Company, Sept,3,1698

Printed Collection of Charters, p 206.

2.8ruce, p 258.

Macpherson, p 700.

Anderson‘s History of Commerce, Vol.11, p 658.

Letters Patent granted to the English Company,8ept.5,l6 '
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That this Company might augment their capital stock. That

members at their admission should take an oath of fidelity

to the stock Companies and should not trade to India on

their private account, £500 to entitle them to one vote

in the general courts , and no one to have more than one vote

That this new Company might establish the same courts of

Judicature as the old Company had power to do by King James

ll's Charter. That they should maintain a minister and

school-master at St. Helena and in every fort and superior

factory, as also a chaplain in every ship of 500 tons and

upwards. That one tenth of their whole annual export to

India should be in English products rid manufactures. Th:

old or London Company was to trade 1 India till Ser amber

21, 1701, but no longer.1

Having thus obtained their Charter granted by the King

and confirmed by Act of Parliament, the English East India

Company was ready to start upon its career of opposition to

its commercial rival , the old, or as it now called itself,

"The London East India Company"; and the novel sbectacle was

exhibited of two legally constitut'd bodies each claiming

an exclusive right to the trade on the same area.

The English 00mpany, as soon as the Royal Charter had

brought it into corporate existence, began by appointing

Agents to go to India and lay the foundations of a new

and broader system of commerce within their limits , which

 

1. The rest is immaterial or a repitition of what is al

ready mentioned.
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1

were precisely the same as those of the London Company.

The Presid nts of the factories appointed for the projected

stations in India were veste'd with the character of King's

Consulstor the English .ation; and it was upon this posi

tion as Consuls that they subsequently laid the utmost

TheWeight in their dealings with the London Company.

decided on br
1

stations the English Company were the same

as those of the London Comyany, viz., Surat , the Coast

of the Coromandel and Bengal, and the Presidents appointed

for these settlements were Sir Nicholas Waite, Mr. John

Pitt, and Sir Edward Little ton - all of whom were disuissed

futureservants of the London Company, another cause for

recrimination and trouble. Further Sir William Norris

was appointed Ambassador of the English nation to the

Court of the-Mughal. The object of this mission was to

. elicit Firmans for the English nation and to render the

'Rnglish East India Company its representatives in India .

 

1. Bruce, p a80.



I

0

r

iii‘_,i__.,

I
‘
O
i
‘

\
I
I
Q
I
,
I

O
.
I
I
J
h
I
'
t
\

t
?
’

\
‘

‘
{
_
|
l

‘
‘

.
v

\
I

.
t

y
.
l

7
i
i
}
-

\
I

I
)
!

:
\

1
i

'
k
\
.
\

l
\

.
o
l
n
“
l
l
d
'
.
’
l
l
h
4
s

n
a
_
L
'
-

A

.
f
r
r
m

1
i
i
i

V
t
t
‘
.
l
l
.
l
?

 



31.

CHAPTER 111.

THE EAST INDIA COMPANY AT SURAT.

Sir Nicholas Ihitdwas appointed President for the

English East India Comyany at Surat, which was to be the

chief seat of trade for the English Com;any, and Consul

for the English nation. He was a former agexml of the

London Oom1any at Bantam, who had been dismissed from their

service but had received the honor of knighthood and had

obtained this apyointmsnt. He was accordingly sent to

Blrat with the general instructions that beside his char

acter of President , he was also to assume that of King's

Consul for the English nation in that part of India and to

open a confidential correslondence with Sir William Norris

who was to be Sent as the King's Ambassador to the Mughal.

He was to make a particular report:a 0n the rights and trade

of the London Comyany and to transmit one copy to the

Ambassador and another to the Court of Directors; and fur

ther he was to avoid entangling himself in any way with the

debts cf the London Company. His Council was to consist

of five members, the first ofswhom (or Second in Genncil)

was to be either Hr. Stanley, Mr. Annesley or Mr. Van:

all of whom had been dismissed from the London Company's

 

1. Bruce, p 287.

Anderson, p 145.

2. Bruce, p 285.

3. Bruce, p 287.
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service "provided they had got clear of their old

connection;' the third was a Mr. Benjamin Moves, the fourth

Mr. Bownq , a noted interloper, and the fifth, Mr. Ohidley

Brooke. Under then were appointed three Merchants , three

Factors and eighteen Writers, whose ranks and salaries

were to be as follows: Verchents, £60 per annum, Factors,

£40, and Writers, £20.1 The iromotion to these ranks was to

proceed by senority, Writers of five years standing to be

come Factors and Factors after five years service to be

come Merchants: the salaries were to be paid at the rate

of two shillings and sixyence per rupee. These servants,

though they had liberty to carry OJ private trade from

port to port at such stations as might be acquired by the

Company were prohibited from renting farms on their own

account and from intermarrying with the Natives. They were,

however, to have permission to send diamonds to England,

upon payment of a five per cent. §g_valorem to the Com

pany and a duty of five per cent. to the King . The Pres

ident was, moreover, empowered 2 to appoint an additional

Factor at each of the stations on the Malabar Coast, at

which he might fix settlements. Further, Sir Nicholas

Waitqwns ordered to advwnce £20,000 to the Ambassador for

the expenses of the Embassy, which the Company expected would

be considerable. The equipments destined for Surat were

the "Hontague? with a stock estimated at 540,000 in silver

 

1. Bruce, p 284.

2. Ibid, p 287.
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and £7,700 in goods and another ship, whose name and in.

voice were not specified.1

The first notice of the establishment of the English

Company reached Surat and the President and Council of the

London Company there in April, 1699.2 For some time, Mr.

Lucas who had come in an interloping ship called the

1232!} had resided at Curat as ~he Agent of the new Com

pany. In April the 'Rhrewsbury- Galley", which was consigned
 

to him, arrived with the intelligence that his Company was

established by an Act of Parliament. The "interlopers"

were in ecstacies of delight. Hr. Lucas communicated a

copy to the President of the London Company, Sir John

Gayer and then in company with Mr. Bowcher and Dr. Leckie

made the event known to the Governor of Surat, who at once

sent for the old Company's broker to ascertain the truth of

the matter, With great prudence the broker informed him

that the President and Council had received no such infor

mation, and that the "interlopers" shOuld not be believed.

0n the following day the Governor sent for the President and

Council and in the presence of the "interlopers" and of the

principle merchants of Surat asked them if they acknowledged

the Act of Parliament. They replied that they did, but the

Loudon Company were allowed by it to trade to September ,

1701, and that they had received no orders to resign their

 

1. Commission and Instructions from the Court of Directors

of the English Company to Sir Nicholas Waifiuand Council

at Surat, April 4-5, 1699.

2. Bruce, p 309. Anderson, p 144-5.
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rights to the persons who came by the "Shrcwsbury Galley';
 

nor had these persons any power to dismiss them. The first

idea of the Governor was that the Factors would disown their

pecuniary engagements. He, therefore, ordered the broker1

on pain of corporal punishMent to give security that the

President and Council would not leave the t0wn and com

manded them to be confined in the Factory till such se

curity should be given. Subsequently, he Ordered the

broker not to pay any money to them until he should examine

the London Company's accounts. A few days later, he

sent for their Shroffs and ordered the principle of them to

be beaten till they gave an account of what bullion the

Comiany had sold to them and what price they paid for it.

It should be observed that the Governor's temper had been

severely tried by the loss of two lakhs of rupees, which

he had on board the "guedah Merchant", when it was plun

dered by Kidd. Durin 5 all this time Lucas was industrious

ly spreading reports among the natives that the King of Eng

land and his Parliament had deprived the old Company of their

Charter in consequence of their misdemeanors. By these

means such a hostile spirit was roused that S’r John Bayer

and his Council could scarcely wrtte of him or his friends

with decency, but in Scriptural;language denounced them as

their ' Rabshaka adversaries". On November 16, fresh in

 

1. Bruce, p 310.

Anderson, p 145.

2. Letter from Sir John Gayer to Stephen Colt, June 23, 1699.

Anderson, p 145.
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Vaders of the Factory's pea¢e aypeared. Mewse and Brooke

announced themselves as Factors of the new Company and

prepared Sir John Buyer for what was to follow . At last

on January 11, 1700, Sir Nicholas Waitdmade his appear

ance on the "HODt8JU6‘Wh118 the affairs of the Presidency

1

 

were in this situation. The letters from Sir Nicholas

written after he left the shores of England still exist,

one dated from Deal and another from the Bay of Cadiz, in

which he informs his Masters, "that he devoutly asked God

to vouchsafe his blessing on their undertaking and for that

purpose , had with the rest of the Company's servants at

tended church on the day of sailing“. As soon as he reached

Bombay2 he notified Sir John Gayer of his appointment to

be King's Minister and Consul for the English nation and

required compliance with whatever orders he might issue.

Sir John Oayer, in answer disavowed any authority which Sir

Nicholas Waihflmight pretend to have QVer the London Com

1any's service; both because, by the Act establishing the

English Company, the London Company were entitled to carry

on their trade till September, 1701, and because it exempted

them from the payment of the five per cent. duty for the

support of Ministers.

Sir Nicholasi finding that he could make no impression

on Sir John Gayer accordingly sailed for Surat where he ar

rived January 19. He had once notified his Commission

 

l.Anderson, p145.

Record of the Ehrlish Company Factory at Surat.

2. Bruce, p 311.

3. Anderson, p 146. Bruce, p 311.
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to the President and Council requiring them to strike St.

George's or the Company's flag as he bore the com mission

of Vice-Admiral and would allow no flag but his own. The

President and Council for the same reasons assigned by

Gayer refused to comply. Considering this to be an affront

to his dignity, Waihflafter a long correspondence with the

President and Council determined to use force. According

ly on January 27th, two captains of ships with forty men

landed at Swally with orders to strike the London Com

pany's flag. This commission was speedily executed, and

the captains were making off with their prize when they were

assailed by some of their rival servants. These were sup- I

ported by a party whom the Governor of the City, indig

nant at Waite'eexercise of authority had dispatched to

the scene of action. The flag was rescued and restored to

its staff. This, together with the fact that the old Company

had HOt hBen diSPOSSessedigheir Factory, led the natives

to infer that the reports had been merely fabrications of

the "interlopers', and that the new Comlany were tradin;

without the countenace of authority.

Sir Nicholas being satisfied} by this defeat that it

was necessary to desist from open violence, hoisted the King's

flag upon a house which he had hired and set to work to

forward the interests of his own Cempany and injure those of

his rival as far as possible. Without waiting for the

 

1. Anderson p, 146.
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arrival of Sir William Norris, the Ambassador to the

Mughal, who was daily expected, he addressed a letter to

the Emperor accusing the London Compdny_or being sharers

and abetters of the piracies from which his subjects

and the trade of his domains had suffered, declaring that

they were "Theives, and oonfederates with pirates".l

He took the opportunity also to intimate his rank as Pres

ident of the English Comlany and Consul for the English

nation and added that he was accompanied by a squadron of

four men-of-war sent by the King of England, which would

act under his authority and endeavor to destroy all pirates.

After this, Sir Nic hOldS applied for and obtained fermission

to make a public entry.2Accordingly, he marched into Surat

with an imposing procession accomyanied by the Governor and

his son. The President and Coincil of the London Company

were sad spectators of the ceremony, feeling that the

natives would argue from the solem ity the ap;roachin5

decline of the old Company. Waite on this occasion,

obtenined a Parwana from the Governor grantinj the Eng

lish Company liberty of trade and also an exemptionfrom all

debts or contracts to which the London Company were liable.

His next step was to protest against President Colt's

issuing orders to the Country vessels as an authority With

Which he alone was vested , and to post notices about the

 

1. Bruce, p 537.

Anderson, p 146.

2. Bruce 338.

Anderson, p 146.
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city warning all persons against taking the London Com

pany's passes for their shipa;but these were torn down by

the Govern or's- orders.1 In reply, the Pr=sident denied

that he had issued such passes since Waite'flnrrival de

claring that ha had only given recommendatory letters

to such persons as had formerly been in the London Company's

service. Under those circumstances, a conference was

ar'angod; in which Sir Nicholas Waite on the one hand,

insisted on his su; rior authority and the President and Cour

oil on the other, waived the acknowledgement of it.

At this time, Commodore Warren who was in command of

the squadron sent by the King , on whose protection Sir

Nicholas Waitohoponded, died, and was replaced by Commo»

dore Littleton. Waitehccused Littleton of partiality t0

the London Company 2because although he had acknOWledged

the English Company, he had refuseflto attend the public

entry to Surat. A further alteration arose, because

Littleton refused to comply with a demand made by Sir

Nicholas, that he should abstain from all communications

with the President of the London Company. In reply,

Commodore Littleton wrote to the President of the London

Company that he would protect vessels sailing under thei

license. To counteract this Waite ordered Captain

Allison of the English Company's ship "Norris" to pro

 

1. Bruce, p 512.

Anderson, p 146.

2. Bruce, p 536.
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seed to the mouth of the river and stop all vessels wear

ing English colors, unless protected by his passports and

protested formally against any obstruction or force

Littleton might employ against this order. Frequent

accusations were nude and Waite accused Commodore Little

ton of having reported that the Ambassador though li

censed by the King was paid by the English Company;

and of having ordered the King's flag to be struck on

their ships thoubh he allowed it aboard the London Com

pany's ; of having neglected to give him the salute on

lending to which he was entitled as King's consul, and

of having been brited by Sir John Gayer; and he entered

a formal protest against him. He complained further that

on the Consul's c0 mission being read to the Governor,

he had agreed to acknowledge it privately, but it was

not publicly recognized because Commodore Littleton

I

refused to be present at a ceremony to confirm it.

 

l. The primary authorities for the above facts, are:

Letters from the General and Council at Bombay to the

Court of the London Company, March 51, Alril 10, July

10, August 21,“5,-1699. Letter from the General and

Council ht nonbay to the President and Council at Surat,

May 30, 1699. Letter from Sir John Gayer to the Court

(Private) Aug. 18, 1699. Correspondence between Sir John

Gayer and Sir Nicholas Waite Jan. 11,15, 1700. Letters

from the President and Council at Surat to the Court of

the London Company, April 17, 1699, Jan. 19, March 28,

1700. Correspondence between the President and Council

at Surat and Lucas and Boucher , the 'interlopers" , Apr.

8,9,11,12, 1699. Letter from the President and Council

at Surat to the General and Council at Bombay April 10,

1699. Letter from President Colt to the Court(Private)

July 15,1699. Correspondence between Sir Nicholas Waite

and the President and Council at Surat, Jan. 22,23,25,28,

Peb. 1, March 28, 29, 30,April l ,2,4,10, lVHEL Letters
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These measures and the disputes in which the members

of the two establishments were incessantly engaged had

such a disheartening effect upon Sir John Gayer and

President Colt, 1that the former ask permission of the

Court to resign on account of ill health, and the latter, .

two years from the date of his appointment. In response

to this, the Court requested Sir John Gayer, if his

health permitted not to return to England because "from

  

his ability and firmness they expected he would be able

to resist the intemperate proceedings of Sir Nicholas

Waite which even his own employers condemned". 2

At the close of the year 1700 an Act of Parliament

passed which continued the London Company a Corporation.

 

’from Sir Nicholas Waite and Council to the Court of

Directors of the English Company and Correspondence

between Sir Nicholas Waite and the President and Council

of the London Company at Surat, Jan. 9,12,22,26, Feb.

20, March 11, 17, April 9, 1700. Letters from Sir Nich- 1

else Waite and Council to the President and Council at

Mas ulipatam and to Sir William Norris, the Ambassador;

Dec. 4, 2, 1699, Feb. 15, 25, 25, April 4, 1700. Letter

from the President and Council at Surat to the President

and Council in Bengal, April 4, 1700. Letter from Sir

Nicholas Waite to the Great Hughal Dec. ,1699. Letter

from Sir Nicholas Waite to the Governor of Surat , Feb.

1790. Sir Nicholas Waite's protest against Commodore

Littleton and the orders to Captain Allison , March 12, 18

1700. (Em-'06) .

1. Bruce, p 311. I

Anderson, p 146. _ '

2. Letter (private) from the Court to Sir John Gayer, -

May 6, 1700.

3. Bruce, p 386.

Letters from the Court of Directors of the English

Company to Sir Nicholas Waite and Council at Surat,

May 9: snTt- 7. 1700. March 24, April 11, 1700.
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The Directors of the English Company realized that this

necessitated a change of attitude on their part, and

sent general instructions that the whole system of ani

mosities must cease and that ' it would be expedient

to endeavor to out-trade their rival, as the only means

that would he effectual" and ordered that all English

men should be treated with civility and resrect.

New troubles, however, soon broke out on the ques

tion of the piracies recently committed. The squadron

sent by the King had done very little to suppress this

evil because they had susrended all operations, till the

agents of the two Companies could exylain in what way

they could afford protection to each. In this state of

affairs,lan order came from the Mughal proceeding on

information received from the English Company's Agents,

that the pirates were, in fact, no other than the London

 

 

1.»~::.

..‘1‘-,

..JLI__1._

‘'Mlpmlslmjgi‘

Company's vessels and therefore, that their servants

{5“

were not to be permitted to 50 out of the city. In this ,t ‘ m5

distress President Colt and his Council applied to the

Commander of the King's ships for protection and pre- ':,'

sented a petition to the Governor and his son for their v

  

freedom. In answer , they were told that the Mughal's

orders were so positive that th>u5h provisions might be

allowed to be sent to the ships at Swally , trade must

remain at a stand-still until compensation should be

 

1. Bruce, p 571.
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made for the Turkish Merchant belonging to Houssein

Mnir -ui-din, brother of the Sheriff of Judda taken by

the yirates in 1698.

This state of affairs olened a corresponqence

between President Colt and Sir Micheles Waite in which

the former accused the letter of having influenced the

Governor against the London Conynny by means of large

1resents.1 In reply Waite denied that he had accused the

London Company of being pirates, but declared his in

tention of not takin; their servants under his protection,

adding that they must be answerable for their debts.

This brouUht matters between President Colt and Sir Nich

clas Waite to issue.2Mr. Colt, that he might render

the business no longer doubtful, by a formal protest,

disavowed any authority which Qir Nicholas White

might pretend to have over the concerns of the London

Comyany. A corresyondence on this subject also c0m~

menced, in which Mr. Colt adhered to this principle and

Sir Nicholas Waite continue” to assert his powers

as Consul for the English nation.

Meanwhile, the Governor wns urging the question

of comnensation for the Turkish Merchenta. The matter

was waived by President Colt Who, however, offered to

 

1. Bruce, p 371.

2. Ibid, p 571.

30 p
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bribe the Governor and his son to soften their rigorOus

measures under the orders of the Hughal . In this

dilemma , the President requested Sir John Gayer, as

soon as the Compiny's shiying should arrive 1t Bombay,

to appear himself off Surat and by his own authority

endeavor to get the dispute adjusted, so that the port

might be o;ened'and the goods which had been Iurchased

for the investment put on board. Every day produced

some new event to heighten the enbarrassments of the

Presidency. The Governor next demanded that should the

pirate vesse which had robbed the Turkish Merchant be

taken, Hr. Colt should give an obligation that it should

be brought to Surat. This Hr. Colt refused as beyond

his power and could only have recourse in this distress

to the ex cdient of not granting recommendatory letters

to thel'erchants such as he had given since the arrival

or the nnglish Comlsny's Consul.

In the month of November, 1700, Sir John Gayer ap

peared at Swally and affairs became more urgent by the

Governor roquirin; Sir Nicholas Waite to give his se

curity for any damages which the London Company's ships

might do the Merchant ships belonging to the port,

on receiving a threat from Sir John Gayer that he would

stop all country vessels not having the London Company's

passes, unless their trade Was allowed to proceed at

once; a demand which Ieite evaded by offering to give
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this security on condition that the London Comreny should

be excluded from trade. Under these circumstances, the

Governor seized the letters of President Colt to Sir

John Gayer, and had recourse to the English Company's

servwnts to translete them. This heightened the diffi~

culties bscrrse the eccurucy of the translation was ques

tioned by President Colt and because the Governor was

unwilling to proceed to extremities, under the Mughal's

orders lest the trade should be lost to Surat. This

hesitation still kept the servants of the London Oomren

in suspense for the Governor threatened that unless com

pensation should immediately be made to Roussein , the

Mrghal would require eighty lukhs of rupees, the amOunt

of all the losses sustained by pirates, since 1685. Thes:

transactions with the Governor at last ended in his prom

ising to write to Court about the business of the Turkish

Merchant and alloving the goods to be sent to Swally

provided the treasure should be brought on shore, as

this would prove the confidence of the London Company

in the Mughel's Justice.

Affairs were in this state of confusion when Sir

William Norris , the Ambassador arrived at Surat in

December, 17001 on the representation of Sir Nicholas

Weite,that his meeting the Ambassador before he sent out

 

1. Bruce, p 574.

Anderson, p 147.
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for the Mughal's Court was indispensable. Sir William

Norris innmdiately showed his hostility to the London

Company by ordering the Union flag on their ship "231127

1

took" to be struck. The order was obeyed by the Captain ,
 

owing to the fact that Sir John Gayer was on shore,

and this incident caused the native officers to believe

that sir William Norris'rank was suyerior to that of

Sir John Gayer. The Ambassador then by bribes of 1000

511d mohurs to the Governor, 500 to his son and 300 to

two of his principle officers, obtained ,ermission to

make a public entry into Surat. The embassy, accord

ingly entered with a solemn ceremonial. By a further

bribe of 5000 501d mduurs to the Governors he induced

him to stop the London Comyany's trade till the ships

of the English Company's should be dispatched. 0n pre

text, therefore, that a Turkish ship had been taken by

pirates with President Col"s knowledge, he detained their

vessels till December 30, throwing the London Company's

trade into the utmost distress.

Sir Nicholas Waite by the order of Sir William Norris

next formally notified Sir John Gayer2 that the Ambassa

dor's commission would be publicly read on December 28

and required that he and all the English under his author

ity should be yresent. In answer, Sir John disavowed all

 

1. Bruce, p 574.

Anderson, p 148.

2. Bruce, p 375.

Anderson, p 148.
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dependence on the Ambassador or Consul even under their

own Act of Parliament, and protested since an Act had pass

ed ,continuing the London Company a Corporation, neither

the Ambassador nor Consul had the least authority over

the servants of the London Company. Nor was he content

with words, for he dispatchod'nn Armenian to Court as

his Envoy with orders to frustrate all the Ambassa

dor's efforts.

Enraged by this opposition281r Nicholas White on

January 22, 1701, brought a complaint before the Gover

nor and demanded that the London Company's servants

should be put in irons for an insult which he asserted

had been offered the Ambassador. The Governor, not being

interested in the matter, refused to interfere; where

upon Sir William Norris seized Mr. Wyche rnd Hr. Barnett,

two of the Council of the London Company , and ur. Rich

ardson , their secretary, put them in confinement and

then delivered them to the Governor " with their hands

tied," who detained them until they found security for

their appearance when reqrired . Sir John Gayer on

January 22, 1701, protested vigorously . " against this

outrage"? declaring the Consul and Ambassador responsi

ble for this injustice; and at the same time presented a

petition to the Governor of surat praying his protection

 

1. Bruce, p 377.

Anderson , p 148.

2. Bruce, p 378.
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and that he might be allowed to take a copy of any

accusdtions against hin by the English Conrony, that

a true st te of the c-se might be transmitted to the

Hugh-.1 .

Further troubles were to come however, for Sir

Nicholas Waite"soduced" one of the Factors of the Lon

don Conpnny to stetl and deliver to him copies of all

letters which had {assed between President Colt and Sir

John Gayer that they miuit be given to Sir William

Norris who had set out from Surat on his Journey to

the Mughul's Court, January 27, 1701. By means of bribes?

the Enolish Conyany now prepurrd to strike a blow which

it was hoLed would be fatnl to the old Factory. Taking

adv rings of the fact that Fir John Gnyer was unprotected

at Slelly , the Governor's son marched from Surat with

fifty horse and foot soldiers, seized Sir John Gayer,

his wife and several Factors, conveyed them all to Surat

and then closely confined them in the Governor's house,

acting on an order which had arrived from the Nughal on

February 8, 1701 "to seize on the property and servants

of the tendon Company! "This was done by an order from

the Court," wrote the servants of the old Company,

"procured by Sir Nicholas Waite the Hurcarra of Surat

and others of that hellish crew.“ After fourteen days,

Sir John Gayer and hi: friends were removed to their

 

1. Bruce, p 379.

Anderson, p 149.
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Factory on the representation of the Surat Merchants

that they could not send their ships to sea unless they

were furnished with recommendatory letters by the Pres

ident of the London Company.

deliverance for them, but the

were confined to the‘r house,

placed. An offer was made by

This obtained a partial

General and President

on which a guard was

the Governor that if

two and one half lakhs of rupees were Laid to Houssein

knir~ud~din and other Herchants who suffered from pirates,

they would not only be set at

proceed with their trade. But

liberty, but allowed to

this offer was refused

and Sir John Gayer, in a private letter, to the Court

on March 20, 1701, suggested the plan of withdrawing

the Factory at Surat for some time, in which case, the

demands for compensation for pirates would at once be

1

transferred to the English Company.

Sir John Gayer and Mr. Colt continued to be confined

in the Factory in spite of their earnest remonstrances.

The list of those who were thus confined in prison in

January, 1702, includes the nam's of Sir John Gayer,

1. The primary authorities for the above facts, are:

Letters from the President and Council it surat to the

Court of the London Comyany, April 20, .Dec. 28, 1700

March 7,20, 1701. Letter(rrivate ) frOn Sir John Gayer

to the Court, March 20, 1701; Letters from the General

and Council and from the Deputy Governor of Bombay to the

Court of the London Company , May 10, 1700, March 25-27,

1?Ol. Latter: from the Presidency of Surat to the Gener

al and Council at Bombay, Nov. 14,18,1700. Correspon

dence betwe"o Sir John Gayer and the Presiient and Council

at Surat Nov. 25,27,Deo.l,2,3,4,5,6,10,12,15,14,16,l7,18,

8°, 24,26,27’ 1700,J&'1. 2,5,4|8,10,13,15,22,23,28,1701.Letters

w‘--.~rlr"

“’15
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President, six Senior Factors , six Junior Factors, seven

Writers, six ladies , two children, two Surgeons, Will

iam Stephens, Captain Raynor and fifteen seamen, a

Ser5<aut, thirty-one soldiers, twenty-four slaves and

three cooks, besides a Factor and Writer who were at

Breach - in all 109 persons . 1 They were not permi Led to

pass the gates of their own bulldings and could only

receive a daily allowance of provisions.

Afihirs were in this state when news arrived from

'7 .

England“ of the Union of the two Companies on July 22,

1702, nhich had been under negotiation fer some time.

Sir Nicholas Waite intimated the event in a formal manner

to Sir John Geyer and he with equal formality notified

it to the Consul, each professing readiness to adopt

measures for mutual interests in obedience to orders ,

but neither reposing confidence in the professions gf the

other. On receiving the intelligence of the Uniono Sir

John Gayer at once communicated the fact to the Governor of

Surat , as on event which he trusted would do away with all

future opposition to English interests. This was regarded

by Waite as unfriendly to the interests of the English

 

between Sir John Gaye" , the President and Council at

Surat and Sir Nicholas Wwite and his Council, Oct. 14,

16,18,19,24,N0v. 9,18,Dec.26, 1700, Jan. 3, 25, 31, 1701.

1. Anderson, p 149.

2. Bruce, p 494 and 512.

5. Bruce, y 519.
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Company. In such ways, a gc»1ral 1'nfri'andly feclin: was

manifested, though all openppposition of course ceascd.

 

i?

 

1. The primary authorities for the above facts are:—

Letters from tho Court of Directors of the London Com

pany to the General , President and Council at Bombay

and Surat, July, 26, Aug. 4, 1702, March 2, 5, 27, 1705.

Letters from the Court of Directors of th( English Com

pany to Sir Nicholas White and Council at oSurat, May 2,

Aug. 6,18,20,28,1702.
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CHAPTER IV.

THE ENGLISH EAST INDIA COUPRNY AT HASULIPATAIL

Mr. John Pitt , the"!nterlcper" so frequently

mentioned in the annals of the London Company was ap

pointed President of all the English settlements on the

Coast of the Coromandel and King's Consul for the Eng

lish nation in that part of India by the Directors of the

English Company. His_gereral instructions were very sim

ilar to those giVQn to Sir Nicholas Waite at Surat. The

limits of his Presidency1 were described as extending from

Cape Comorin to Point Palmiras, and the residence of the

President and Council was to be at Madapollam. This

Council was to consist of Mr. John Graham , Mr. Valentine

Knightly , Mr. William Tillard and Mr. Micheal Watts. In

addition a Factory was to be established at Porto Move

and Mr. Charles Fleetwood , a dismissed servant of the

London Company was appointed Chief. Beside these special

instructions were given to Consul Pitt to endeavor to

procure from Mr. Elihu Yale, late President of Fort St.

George, who was supposed to be still in Madras, copies of all

Firmans and Nishans treated to the London Company on the

Coromandel and to transmit them to Sir William Norris, the

Ambassador as ground for his application to the Mughal

 

1. Bruce, p 285.
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l

for new Firmans for the English Comyany.

On July 5, 1699, the English Company's ship "London"

arrived off Madras, 2having on board their principle Factors

and on July 28, their ship '22_§£a!2f , Captain William

Young commanding , anchored in the Madras Road. The Con

sul, immediately on his arrival dispatched the following

letter to Mr. ThOmas Pitt, his cousin, who was President

of the London Company's settlement at Port St. George:3

To the Worshipful Thomas Pitt, Esquire, President

for the affairs of the Governor and Company of Merchants

of London trading to the East Indies yet, by permission

on the Coast of the Coromandel:

Sir:

1 did by some of Early Shipps let you know

that I had engeg'd my Self in the Service of the Honble:

English Compeny....lately Settled by Act of Parliament which

determin'd yours in three years commencing last Michaelmas,

and having gain'd the Coast cou'd not pass by without

dropying an Anchor in Hadras Road, and wou'd Salute you,

had I not the Honour to bear histajestiesCommission which

°°n8t1tut°5 m6 his Minister or Consull for the English

Nation in Generall on the whole Coast of Cormandell including

 

1. Bruce, p 286.

Commissions and Instructions from the Court of the

English Company to President Pitt and Council on the

Coromandel Coast, Feb. 23, 1699. Letters from the Court

to the President and Council on the Coast of Coromandel,

Jain. 6’ Fab.

2. Bruce, 319.

5 . Wheeler, p 347.

Hedges, Vol-lll, XLl
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all your Settlements.

54.

If you think fitt to pay the re

spect that is due to the Character with youdfflagg

Lower'd the Congiment shall be return 'd you by

"Sir: Your affect: Kinsman and Servt:

"JqP Q I!

The answer of President Pitt to this demand was no less

authoritative.

Sir:

1

It was as follows:

Fort St. George, July 28:99.

"I received yours the purport of which seems very

odd as well as the Superscription. If you had read the

Act of'Psrliament, and well Consider'd it, you will find

that it Istablishes my Masters in all rights and privileges

in these parts till 1701, and afterwards 'tis Recur'd to

them by their Subscription, therefore you can have noe power

in any place of their Se~ttlements, nor shall I own any till

I am 909 order'd by those that intrust me.

\

"I am not unacquainted with what respect is due to the

Kings Consull (whether you are one 1 know not) but you can—

not (think) or ever have heard that an Ancient Fortifica

;s >_

tion woering the Kings Flags, Shou'd lower it and Saints

a reall Consull;\but I take it to be your Obligation to

have saluted the Plagg ashore at your comeing to anchor

which was Shou'd have answer'd according to customs and

good manners.

 

1. Ihsglnr, p 348.

Hedges Vol, 111, XLll.
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55.

Twat Liquors (sic, but qy. Letters? ) you hsve for

me 1 dosirn to? to moan on Sacra in these Boa+:. You

must exlect to find as noc loss zealous for ry masters

inte“est, than you arm for yours anu as you act the some

will he rafivrn'd you by

" Sir yo~r affection' : Kinsman

"and humblQ servant

"Th0: Pitt, Governor."

The following is also found, but whether it is a

postscript or a scrawqte (Harlier) communicazion does not

1

appiar olesrly :

"A copy of a F%"ag. in u loot)“ fwon President Pitt

at Ft. St. George (Vst.)"

Sir:

"I find you are a Young Consill by the purpoxfiand Sup

erscripfiion of your le‘ter. I wish you had omitted it."

"TO John Pifit Esq.

"On board tho Daurave."

2

To chess thn "young Consul" answered in much wrath :

0n Board fihe Degrsve in

Madras Roads, July 28, 1699.

"I an sorvy to 11nd tLn zeal for your Masters has

Transgorted you beyond SsLce and Good Manners. I shall

Imyute it in port ‘0 the hunt of the Country which has

 

1. Hodges, Vol. 111, XLll.

2. Hedges, Vol. 111, XLlll.
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56.

alter'd your Temper.

"The Yorng Consnll as you tarm him give: you this ad

vice to mind the main ChLHOP and not forfeit Old Saram

&Cl: and expose yOur Self to the World to boot; who 1 doe

assvrs you will much censure and blaim this rashness of

yours, and let me tell you your Masters will neither Thank

tyou and bear you out in't. I come later from England then

 

your advices. 'J.P.'

" I shall send your Letters from Hetehleputam and doe not

qhestiou A Just Accomyt from 30v of my yrivnte Affair.

You'l know in the 54d 1 am not to be taught my Duty by yo".

" July 28.99." 'J.P.'

1

And again:

t

" I bhhll answer your Scurriluus Letter from Mechle

patam ana believe me you'l wish you had never wrote in such a

Stile. l'le take such meqsur=s to make you Scncible that

my Commission roaches over All 3ozr Settlements and you

your selfe Shall be forc't to own and publish it in all your

Ports and Settlements and beg paroon for the affront

offer'd to the Character of his Hajesties Consull.

'J.P.'

Superscribed " Tu Tho. Pitt Esqr: in Madras.

After thin Consul Pitt sailed to Na5ulipatam 2 where

‘he arrived in the month of Argust, 1699, at which he

prop0sed to oatablish the sJat of the English Company's

 

l. Hedges, Vol. 111, XLlll.

Wheeler, p 348.

2. Bruce, p 520.





b7.

trace. Pore ho Jecu"00 n Factory ana proceeded to form his

Corncil on the Lnmfi 1rinciylos :3 observed by the London

Comlauy, and immedihtoly made nyylication through the

lwghal for protection. He also engaged a Signor Manucahy

1

or Vonuohij (L“opw"lf VbHWCCi) - a resident of the

Coultry and servtat of Consul L‘itt, when he acted as an

" int"rlo;n"" - to to linguizt io‘ th~ Embassy. Im

2

medinfely noon hie ercivnl :5 Taswlipatam , Consul Pitt

notified hie charmctor to Mr. Lovell , the A$eut of the

LufidCn Compeu; at that place and their Factors , and required

then to attend 31m that thoy might be informed of the

yOWors with Which h» we; vested by hearing his commission

read; an )rlec to whieh Mr. Lovell and hie colleagues

paid no attention. At tge same time he addressed a letter

to the Hawob of Golconda , intimatin; his arrival and

cha”ecter as Consul of the Pnglish nation, with a request

for a Parwana to be fnee from customs on trade till such

time as the Ambescador conla obtain a Firman from the

Hushil. The object of these procedainge, Conaul Pitt explaiz

ed to the Eu lish Cow; ny's Consul in Bengal to be the

commzno~ment of ne~su“*e for purchaein; an investment,

th: Ponwwna beiw; neceseery to induce the Countr; Merchants

to 0303 businese wizh him.

 _‘_ -_ ml ‘.__- __---.

1. Bruce, I 520, and 3&2.

Hedges Vol. 11], XLV.

2. B*uce p

Hedges Vol. 111, XL 1?.

5. Bruce, p 342.
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58.

Nails @3289 ovenrs wnrs occurring , Consul Pitt

nofi being satisfied wits his ree>ptiou dt HasWIiputam

was disgusHG ra‘n"" 1o acaolf the offer of a station at

Hadzpcllaw . His rsxt $101 was *0 Fund an official noti

1

fiootion Po Prwsidsnt Pitt at wt. St. George, of his

office as Kir"s fionsnl for the Pnglish nation on the

oromundél Coast and *0 require fhat his Commission

ohlnlu be pvhlicl; rozo Lt Ft. Gt. Goorge, the town

1

of "auras, ;L YJlifla+fim and in general at all the

Fucforios ond Station. of the London Comya“" President“v.

Pitt iimediufioly issued an ordinance under the Company's

seal Lo all thclr servants undo“ his authority, as fol

'1

d

lows:

" Woe +h» Govsruour Prssidonfi and Council of Fort St.

George for uf?;i"s of aha Right Honblo: the East India Com

} anj , being afivismd that Mr. John P tt lataly arrived

LL 1 icalcgdfizm his Ly a summons whorsin he Stiles himself

*he Nvw COWPfiJfS President and the Kings Consull for toe
“

Coast, direct‘a to err Conyonys Factors there, wherein he

“sees” to usurp an Au'dorit; over them, and to intermeddle

with oir Companys Affaires, tho perniciors conseq"ences of

which boinQ wall Considovod by us have tho"ght fitt to

Send out *lsse our orders to all ouv Forts, Castles, Towns

and FactOrys undo“ this Presidéncy fo" the following reasons.

 

1. Bruco, p 345.

3. lbid, p 343,

:5.



‘
7

I
I
I

P
.

.
.
I

I
I
I
I
I
I
1
I

I
)
I
l
a
l
I

1
"
)
.
.
-
I
.
"
I
\
.
.
I
l

I
l
l
‘
I
l
n
J
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

I
I
I
i
I
I
I
'
I

I
I

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
O

x
l
I
I
I
I
l
I
I
-
u
l
‘
l
l

I
.

I
Q

.
u

I
A
I
i
.

I
I
I

I
t
;

I
I
h
I

I

I
l
l
‘
i
I
I
Y

I
.
.

I
.—
I
~

I
"
“
i
f

-
s

I
I

I
I
.

I
‘

s
.

I
I
I

v
I

I
-

.
.
I
.
I

I
~

n
!
)

0
'
u

I
I

I
'
l
l
l
fl
I

I
.

I
I
I

I
I

I
I

.
i
I
I
I
I
I
I
.

I
.

I
I
I
I
L
I

I
I
I

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

I

o
I

'
I
1

I
'
I
I
‘
I
I
.
3
6
0
'
"

I

I
1
t
\
-
|

0
>
I

I
I

I
I

I
I

I
h
I
l
I
l
“
I
I
|
|
|
|
\
_

I
I

.
'
l
I

.
.
1
)

fi
I
fi
M
H
g
fl
I
n
l
Q
-
I
w
w
r
n
s
v
fl

I.
I

"
|
‘
:
:
“

.

  



59.

' For that the Act of Parliament which erects the

New East India Company continues our Com1any Trade till

September 1701, from whence wee Infer that they are to

Enjoy all their Rights and Privileges and there Governours,

Presidents and Factorys to enercize all powers necessary

for the Supyorts of your Governments and Trades.

" Moreover wee observe in the Act our Comyany are

exempted from paying the five per cent. which is for bear

ing the Charge of Embassadours and Consuls from which was

likewise inferr that our Company's affairs nor Servants nor

an; Trading under there protection in these parts are

under direction or controul.

" Wherefore for the foregoing reasons and to prevent

the great mischiefs that otherwise will undoubtedly attend

Our Heaters affaires wee require all English in our Com

panys Service as allso all that live and Trade under their

protection not to obey nor regard any Summons or orders

that they shall receive from Mr. John Pitt Or any one also

under the pretense of his being a President for the New

Company or a Consull.

"wee resolve to persist in this Opinion till his most

Gracious Majesties Pleasure be Signified to us, or that

our Honble: Employers give us direction herein.

' In Confirmation whereof Wee have here unto Sett our

hand; and the Seals of our Congany: At Fort St. George in

the city of Maderasse this 25 day of August 1699.
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60.

(Signed) ' Thomte Pitt

"Francis Ellis

" R0: Braddyll

" Tho: Wriéht

' H: Empson

" The: Marshall

" Richard Watts."

In this situation Consul Pitt 1 addrussod an official

letter to the Court of Directors to the English Company,

explaining that it would be difficult on account of the

state of the country exhausted by wars and famine to pro

cure an investment, but that his intention was, since he

had obtained a coly of the old Firman from the King of

Golconda to the London Company( the only one that had been

given in the name of the English nation ) to persuade the

native officers if possible to allow him the same privileges

under it which had been conferred on the London Company.

With this grant us a foundation he intended to settle a Fac

tory at Armagaum at which he had obtained a Cowle for trade;

but he explained that this project was impeded by the London

Company's Abenx who N had impressed the native officers

with the opinion that the English Company were not on

titled to any privileges that had been confirmed by the

Mugbal to the London Company .

Affairs were thus situated when Sir William Norris

the King's Ambassador to the Great Mughal arrived at

1. Bruce, p 343.



 

‘
v
‘
\

D
'
I
V

.
Y
/
(
J

K
.

v
i~
v

h
‘
\

V

0
b
!

.,

\
I
;

D
1

i
n

  

.
J

i
n
k
'
I

l
l
»
?



61.

Maaulipatam in September , 1699, end sent fir. Iarlewyne

to notify his character as Ambassador fron the King fo

1

England to the Greet Mzghdl, to the Native Governor;

and to desire information concerning the residence of the

TmQhal . All these proceedings aypeared equally unintelli

gible to the natives who could not comprehend the meaning

of tho new Association of English Merchants arriving to

question the authority of those whom they observed to be

still in possession of the fortified stations and Factories,

the recognized seats of English trade- esrecially as

President Pitt and his Council at Ft. St. deerge dis

avowed all authority of both ambassador and Consul over the

London Company's affairs. To remove this impression, Con

sul Pitt addressed the following letter to Mr, Lovell:2

Motohelpatam 21 Septem' 1699.

sir:

' Tho' you were so rude not to let me have your Company

at my landing, and so imrudent, I will not give it a worse

11ame, not to take notice of the Sumons I sent you to ap

pear at our Factory when I read my Commission, yet I shall

not omitt giving you notice of the arrivall of his Excel

lency Sir Wm. Norris Baronet Ambassador extraordinary from

the King of England to the Great Nognll convey'd by 4 Men

of Warr, and that he designs to come ashore in a day or

 

qr

1. Bruce. p 3‘1“

Wheoler, p 349.

2. Hedges, Vol. 111, L111.
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62.

two, and expects that you and the rsst of the English be

longing too and resideing in yonr Factory doe make your

apycarance at his Landing, to pay your duty and attend

him to his Lodgings, let me advise you as a friend not to

omitt it for gour neglect will b" taken for contempt and gran

er lnconveniency's will follow upon't then you are aware

of.

' Your Father was very instrumentall in Saving the

life of an acquaintince of mine which I shall always own

and would not have you run your Self in a Nooze for want

of a 11+t18 good ndvico from

" Pitt'

1

To this Mr. Lovell answered:

Not dated, but should be

Motohlepntam, 25 Sept. 1699.

" Honbls flirt

Last night 1 received your paper bonring date the

Zlst Inst. charging me with Rudensss and lmyudence in not

obeying your former Summons. I hope the copy of the ordor

which comes herewith will olsar mo of’t.

" I shall undoubtedly pay my respects to his Excellency

Sir Wm. Norris at his Landing, if you will please let me

know the day and time he designs to come.

" I am heartily Glad my father hath Serv'd you in

anything to deserve your favour and it would be an unspeakabl

Joy to me could I dos the same, and Show you how much

 

1. Hedges, Vol. 111, L111.
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65.

I am " Honble Sir:

"Your most humble Servt:

" Thos. Lovell.

I"1'0 the Honble

'Jno Pitt Esqr:

'Present in Motohlepm. '

This comtliance of Mr. Lovell caused him to be suspected

later of betraying the interests of the London Company.1

On hearing of it President Pitt at once declared that

neither the Ambassador nor Consul possesse any author

ity over the London Company's privliges or interests.

Consul Pitt, at this Juncture, writing to the Court

of the state of affairs under his charge comfldined that

" the proceedings of the President of the London Company

had been insidious and in contempt of the King's authority,

since he represented the Ambassador as paid by Merchants only

and not sent by the King. :2 He further decldrod that

the native merchants had been bribed in favor of the London

Company, thus causing the investment to proceed with

difficulty. His letter ended with a statement that Pres

ident Pitt had issued a protest prohibiting all under his

Jurisdiction from paying obedience to the orders of the

Ambassador. Under such circumstances Consul Pitt stated

3

that he had adopted every practicable measure for obtaining

 

1.Bmme,p

Wheeler,

2. Bruce, p .

5. Ibid, p 5

’44.

351.

46-7.

7.

IF-b-J’d'~2

  

 





64.

stations of trade; that he had solicited a grant or

Deveramput and Medspollem to be held in the same manner

as the London Company held Fort St. George and Fort St.

David and though he had obtained permission to trade for

250 pagodas per annum, the remov l of the Nawab who had .

been replaced by "Meddea Kahn Beague" rendered this in

effectual; but that he had purchased a piece of ground at

  

iadapollam for 1000 pagodas on which it was his intention

to erect a Fsctory. 1The situation on the Coromandel

Coast changed however during the following year, 1700.

The ineffectual attempts at a Union and later the

Act continuing the London Company as a Corporation changed

the policy of both sides. On the one hand, the London

Company commended the firmness in resisting the claims

of Consul Pitt and Sir William Norris and distinctly ex;

2

plained that the Ambassador had no public orders from the

 

l. The primer; authorities for the above facts, are E

Correspondence between President Thomas Pitt and Council

ct Fort St. George and Consul John Pitt and Sir Wm. Norris

at Mosulipatem, Aug. 20,25,26, Sept. 21, 1699, Jan. 16,1700.

Letters from Consul Pitt and Council at Unsulipatam to the 1

Court of Directors of the Fmglihh ‘ompnny and correspondence

between Consul Pitt and the President and Agent of the

London Company, July 26, 20, Aug. 2, 7,8, 26, Sept. 15,19 ‘

21, 24, Nov. 9, Dec. 15, 1699, March 14, 1700. Letter

from Consul Pitt to the Newab Ullah Kahn Aug. 9, 1699.

Letters from Consul Pitt to Sir Nicholas Waite at Surat _ y

Sept. 6, Oct. 21, 23, 1699, Jan. 16, 1700. Letters from 1

Consul Pitt to Sir Edward Littleton in Bengal Aug. 10, 18, '1

27, Oct. 13, 1699. Letters from Sir Wm. Norris, the Amp

bassador to the Caurt of the English Comyany, Jan. 1, March

12, 1700. Letter from Mr. Norris , Sec'y of the Embassy

to Sir Nicholas Waite at Surat Oct. 21, 1699. Letter from

Lucas the "interlopor" at Ahmedabad to Consul Pitt, Nov.8, _

1699.

2. Letters from the Court to the President and Council at ‘

It. St. George, June 18, 26, Aug. 21, Nov. 20, Deo.6, 1700, '

Jan. 8, 15,Feb.l4,1'701. , _ l _ 11-“
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Government to do anything to the detriment of the London

Company and urged that their Agent sholld be firm in resist

ing the claims of their rivals in every way. These in

structions Presidrnt Pitt car ied out literally.1 For when

Sir Nicholas Waite threatened to interrupt the LOndun 00m

pany's ships and trade, passing from the Coromandel to the

Malabar Coast , President Pitt avowud his resolution

to fit out a strong yrivateer and make reprisals on the

English Company's ships wherevma they could be found.2

0n the other hand the Directors of the English Company

after stating the ineffectual attempts at a Union, di

rected Consul Pitt "to endeavor to rival the London

Comyany's trade,witho t arrogatina powers to command or

to control *heir {roceodings",tlnnswhowing plainly a desire

for 00mmorcial comyetition only . They further recommended

"that if President Pitt would not acknowledge the character

of Consul Pitt, the latter should abstain from all quarrels

on the subject, because by courteous behaviovr towards him

and the natives, he could better than by any other means

introduce the English Comynny into a share , gnd in all

probability to a preference in the markets. " 4

As a result of these orders Consul Pitt complained

at s on s .ua, on as so», cu a‘_v istr s .
"th ‘ hi" 0 it *1 w 1 "ti 1 11, d e sing ,

 
..,.-...

 

l. Bruco, p 3&3.

2. lbid, p 360.

3. Ibid, p 309.

Letters from the Court of Directors of tho English

Comyany to thiir President and Council on ‘he coast

of the CorOmandel, April 5, May 9, Sept. 7, Nov. 28, Dec.

19, 1700, Feb. 13, 1701.

4. Bruce, p 414.
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MW

as it would have been better he had not been vested

with the Commission of Consul unless he had been able

to render his orders efficient; for the Government of

Madras disregarded and disavowed his authority which had

obliged him to narrow the trade and relinquish the plan

or a settlement at Porto Novo."l His position was further

disturbed by certain troubles with the Ambassador who

accused him of being Jealous of his authority is not

actually in the pay of President Pitt. 2

During 1701, the necessity of a Union 3between the two

Companies became more and more apparent as the commercial

rivalry incresed. And when, in 1702, the terms or the Union

on the two Companies were decided upon, the Directors of both

sent orders to their servants" to forget former injuries

by their rivals,to cease all animosities at once and to unite

with them in one mutual system of effort, to lower the

4 a

prices of Coast goods."

1
 

1. Letters (general) from Consul Pitt at Masulpitam and

Madapollam to the Oeurt, Sept. 24, 1700, March 10,1701.

2. These troubles will be described in a later chapter.

5. Bruce, p 450.

4. Letters from the Court of Directors of the London

Company to the President and Council at Ft. St. George,

Sept. 17, 1701, Feb. 14, March 6 , 13, 1702.
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CHAPTER V.

THE ENGLISH IAST INDIA COMPANY AT HUGLI.

Sir Edward Littlcton a dismissod servant of the

London Company, who was appointed President and Consul

for the English Company on the Bay of Bengal, was sent

out with instructions similar to thosc given to Sir

Nicholas Waite at Surat and to Mr. John Pitt on the Coro

mandol Coast. Before Sir Edward Littlcton loft England,

the suspicions of the Court of Directors of the persons

to whom they had entrusted their foreign trade had mani

fested itself“.1 From his postponing his sailing from the

Downs when the wind was fair, tho Court on February 2, 1699,

dismissed him from their service and appointed Mr. Richard

Trsnohfisld to be President in Bengal on the assumption that

if Sir Edward Littleton was negligent before he left

England, he would not be less so on his arrival in India.

But scarcely had this dismissal been made known, when on

February 7, 1699, at the intercession of his friends, it

was revoked and his original appointment confirmed. Sir

Edward Littloton's Council consisted of air. Richard

Tronchfiold , Ir. Hodges and Mr. George Guy with powers to

the President to make such additions to this number as he

might °°n51d°r n°°°8sary' To promote the great object of

 

%. gguagz B §g§.(Footnoti

' Hedges, Vol. ll, p CCV.
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the Embassy to the Mughal, Sir Edward Littleton and his

Council were directed to investigate the nature and ex

tent of the privileges which the London Company had hith

erto possessed in Bengal, to make translations of all

Firmans which they enjoyed and to transmit them to Sir

William Norris with any observations which might occur to

them in Council on the subject of such further privileges

as it would be expedient to solicit. He was also ordered

to make a particular report on the rights and trade of the

London Company and to transmit one copy to the Ambassador

and one to the Court of Directors. 1 The commercial

instructions ordered the President and Council a to en

deavor to establish Factories at Hugli, Kasimbazar, Bal

asor, Dacoa and Msldah and to make the investment as large

as possible in raw silk, popper, long pepper, and drugs

and in Japan and China goods.5

Littleton was knighted before his departure from Ing

land on January 15, 1699. He arrived at Balsscr in

Orissa on July 28, 1699, and at once notified Mr. John

Beard , Junior, then filling the office of Agent for the

London Company at Chatanati or Calcutta.oi'f his character

as President of the Inglish Company and Consul for the

4

English nation in Bengal in a;1 rciicu113 letter:
 

01' "' ‘ 40

2. ofdf’ppsgg.

3. The primary authorities for the above facts are, Comp

missions and Instructions from the Court of Directors of the

English Company to Sir Edward Littleton in Bengal, Jan.12,

1699, Letters from the Court to the President and Council

in Bengal, Jan. 16, Feb. 25, Aprils, 1699.

4. Bruce, p 323 and 346- Hedges, Vol-11,00Vl
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'Mr. John Beard

IDated Ballasore 89th July 99.

'Muoh esteemed Friend

'Sir, The Generall herewith to your Self and those in

Councill Imploy or Commission with you is not in the least

from any disrespect to your Self, for whom I have no mean

esteem, nor to any of the rest who are known to mee only

by name or employ, but intirely to represent unto you the

true state of the case, being it may be supposed you have

not had any full account thereof from your employers ex

cept by the Antelope, this affair of the Consulship being

transacted as I take it, chiefly after the departure of

your Ships, and to prevent any unhappy occurrence which

might otherwise perhaps succeed, nor is there any design

in the least therein to embarrasse or obstruct the currency

of your affaires, as in practise you will find, nor create

any difference between us , but rather a firmer and stricter

Friendship and correspondence, and will certainly prove so if

no no failure on your part, which I will not suspect.

I must profess an absolute ignorance of your Imployers or

ders or designs, but as a reall ffriend I do take upon

use to advise you that whereas upon the arrivall of Ships

particular there hath been frequently application made to

the Government against them, and odious calumnies cast upon

them which probably may have caus'd recriminations and

have all tended not only the National prejudice but even

to (that of ) Christianity itself. Iee are now come on
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Parliamentary Sanction, the greats st Authority our Nation

affords, 80 may not expect any Such usage, however think

it not amiss that jOU are warned thereof for the resent

ment of our Employers for Such Actions may be Such as may

cause the end to prove very bitter and possibly fatall to

the Actors nor can you think but was Shall be as vegor

one on our part as you Shall be Vehement on yours nor will

our hands was weaker but Stronger Dnyly.

' The affaires of the Durbar with respect to the

lnglish Intrest will center in the Consull, So to be fore

borne by all others, also all Passes for Ships, So that

you will do well to let Such know thereof least they do

bring them Selves under some disappointment.

"You must needs know that at our first coming wee

are to Seek for (7): needful things especially Small

vessels and Pilots. i am not for withdrawing any Hens Ser

vants against their Masters consent, but yet had rather

our own Countrymen doe reap the benefit then aliens. So

that if you think not fit to Spare any your Self yet it may

not be imprudent not to hinder any others but should be

willing thereto. Know not how to Speak so plain in this

matter as otherwise I might being a stranger to your cir

cumstances and directions, but am well assured nothing

will be done of service to our Employers by any persons

but will Surely meet with very grateful acceptance and re

munerstion.

' I ad not more. Let not what is offered with the
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Right hand be received with the Left: '1 am

IIYour Reall friend and humble servant

"Edward Littleton'.

Ir. Beard with much firmness evaded the acknowledgement

of this authority as requested by Littleton , 1 which he

showed by refusing to salute his flag as he passed Gal

cutta and by rejecting his authority as consul ever the

London Company's servants and factories. Mr. Bearf ax

plained his conduct to proceed from his duty to the

London company to defend their rights and to maintain the

full enjoyment of their privileges till September, 1701,

under the MUghal's Iirmans and the Princes Nishans 3 adding

that "their (the London Company's ) servants were more com

petent to manage the interests of their superiors and of the

English nation, than strangers whatever their rank or char

acter might be, who could only be competent to act and to

preserve such rights as they might purchase or aoquire'.

And writing to Surat dated at 'Ohuttanutta, August 9 ,1699°

Mr. Beard said 2:

I"I‘he 4th of last month the Antelope arriv'd in Balla

sore Road with 8' Edward Littleton, President for the New

company's Affairs, and he sayes Consull for the English

Nation, having the King's Commission...... One answer to

him in generall that we willespouse our llssters Interest

 

1. Bruce, p 324 and 348.

2. Hedges, Vol.11, p OOVlll.
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according to orders received from them, and thought it

Quote ) proper to manage the Durbar business for our

R H. M.'s Attaires then to address him, since we had

better footing.... withall we assured him we would not

represent his Interest in falce 0010urs to the Gov, as his

Irriends had maliciously done our Masters in Suratt, yet

if he begun we would not cross cudgele with any contenders.

.... '0 are not att all surprised with these matters,

which may make a noise for a time, and att last a trade

will center in the old bottom again"....

Sir Edward Littleton, indignant at this reception,

addressed a complaint to the Duke of Shrewsbury as fol

lowsi 1

Dated "Hugly the pr Iany. 1699'

' lay it please your Highness

I"l‘he Duty of the Station his HaJeaty hath been gracious

ly pleased to place mee requiere my corresponding with

and giving your Highness Acct. of what passes here relating

to his Majesty and my Employ under his laJeety.

"As soon as I arrived in these parts I gave Notice

to the Gentleman residing here on behalte of the Old East

India Company of the Character his Gracious majesty was

pleased to give mee but in answer they tooke noe notice

of his Majesty's Character (Charter!) but to disowne any

power his majesty had on that account, and would own noe

 

10 Bruce, I) 3490

Hedges, Vol. 11, p OOVll.
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Authority but what came from their Masters, upon my comeing

to this place I passed by their Chiefe Factory and having

his Majesty's Ylagg at the Top of our Mast they were soe

far from takeing notice thereof in the Least that tho' ts

usual for them to spread their Colours on the Least Vessels

passing by, yett now in mere affront to the Consular Dig

nity they not only forebore to spread any Coulours

themselves, but prevented all Shipps of the English there,

of which there were diverse, from taking any notice of the

Kings Plagg alwayes usuall heretofore, and they having

at that time a servant of the New Company in their Factor y

on his Complaint, I sent two of my Company to demand his

Liberty, which was not only refused but on the 20th Septem

ber, being three days after, fixes a pestilent Paper upon

the Gate of the Factory of very trayterous import, a true

Copy whereof goes herewith by which your Highness will

perceive what sorts of Subjects the English in the old Compan

ies Service are, and his Majesty will alsoe see how much

his Authority is here Villified by those to whome on

many accounts he had been exceeding gracious, even to

Admiration. 1 shall not trouble your Highness further

at this time, another opportunity more secure being at hand.

I am

'Your Highness Most Obedient Servt.

ldwl: Littleton.I

Some months elapsed before Sir Edward Littleton could,

on January 20, 1700, obtained permission to trade and
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therefore he explained to his superiors that the investment

had been purchased with difficulty, and that it would

be very late in the season before the ship could be dis

patched.1After various applications by the Consul and

refusals by Mr. Beard a prohibition was fixed on the bgates

of Calcutta, by order of Mr. Beard and his Council, en

Joining all the English under their orders and protection

to refuse obedience to any commands of President Little

ton. It was to this proclamation that Littleton referred

in his letter to the D’ke of Shrewwbury. In these circum

stances Sir Edward's situation was embarassing in the extreme

two of his Council had died as well as a number of young

men in the Civil Service. The mortality also extended

to the small military force which had been embarked under a

Captain, Lieutenant and Ensign intended to form his guard. 8

With the year l700 came directions from the Court of

Directdgs for a change of system with regard to the London

Company. The same moderation was enjoined as had been given

to the Consuls at Surat and on the Coast. The Court mere

 

1. Bruce, p 349.

2. The primary authorities for the above facts are, Letters

between Agent Beard at Calcutta and Sir Edward Littleton at

BallasorJuly 28, 29, 1699. Letter from Agent Beard and

Council in Calcutta to the General and Council in Eoflbuf

Aug. 9,1699. Letter from Sir Edward Littleton to the Duke

of Shrewsbury Jan. 1, 1700. Letter from Sir Edward Lit

tleton and Council at Hugli etc the President and Council at

Hasulipatam, Feb. 13, 1700. Letter from Sir Edward Littleton

and Council at Hugli to the Court of Directors, March 16,

1700.

3. Brdce, p 392.
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1y desired 'to out-trade. the London Company in Bengal.

The only separate instructions were that in an; grant they

might obtain they were to, avoid the condition of paying

the 3000 rupees for permission for each vessel to load,

and to procure an exemption from stoppage of their boats

on the Ganges by the subordinate officers.11n reply to these

directions Sir Edward Littleton stated.,athat at first he

could only obtain the same terms which had been granted

to ' interlopers', that is, to pay $000 rupees for per

mission to make sales and purchases for each ship and give

security for 6000 more should the Ambassador not procure

a Firman within a year; that under the temporary per

mission which had been purchased, he had established Fac

tories at Ballasor and Dacca but from want of Factors and

Iriters properly qualified, he had not attempted a Factory

at 'Kasimbazar or Maldah, until he knew the issue of the

application for the Firman it would not be prudent to en

large the trade or to pay further rents for buildings or

ware-houses because there would be more chargeable than

any expenses which would be incurred in building a Factory;

that he had, however, procured an order for such a build

ing and would after the rainy season fix on a situation

and make preparations for this undertaking.

0n the state of the trade in Bengal Sir Edward Lit

tleton made a cemparison between the stock and funds of

 

1, Letters from the Court of Directors to their President

and Council at Rugli, Apr. 8, May 9, Sept. 7, Nov. 28,

Dec. 19, 1700, Feb. 13, 1701.

2. Bruce, p 415.
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the London and English Companies and of their respective

equipments,1 drawing from it an inference of what would be

the effects of a Union on the funds of the English Com

pany and the relative ranks of their servants; the stock

of the London Company exceeding that of the English in the

proportion of five to two, and their ships having arrived

early in the market they had possessed a decided advantage;

but though they had continued a corporation , if the English

Company would send an ample stoc1<he did not despair of

obtaining his superiority of trade. The opposition of the

London Company still continued for they would not hear

his 00mmission read and hampered him in every possible way.

In the management of the trade, Sir Edward Littleton

explained2 that the English Company's servants had been

much distressed for want of pilots acquainted with the

soundings or the Ganges, and their stores endangered from

being without a proper guard, the greater part of the sold

iers brought out from England having died or deserted, and

many of the seamen having left service; 'an evil against

which some regulation should be provided by taking an obli

gation from the country vessels to pay 1000 rupees for

every English seaman who might be found on board without

3

the Council's license".

 

1. Bruce, p 416.

2. Ibid, p 418.

3- Letters (general) from Bir Edward Littleton and Council

at Rugli to the Court, June 4, 1700, Jan? 18,Feb.18,1701.

Letters from the Presidency of Hugli to the Presidency of

Surat June 4, 1700, Jan. 18, 1701. Letters from the Presi

dency of Hugli to Sir In. Norris May 27, 17CO, Jan. 18,

1701.
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11th the failure of the Embassy of Sir 'illiag7fiorris

to the Great Mughal, 1702, 1a further embarrassment came

to the English Company in Bengal. For Norris had so far

succeeded that an order came from the Mughal to seize the

property and servants of the London Company. This order

was so far carried into effect that the London Company's

serva nts and the Dutch had been seized at Patna. Hugli

was also threatened and contrary to the practise at

Surat, the English Company's servants as they describe. it

"for fear of the worst" were preparing to assist the Lon

don Company. Under these hardships Sir Edward Littleton

purchased a renewal of the Princes Nishan for trade till

a Firman should be obtained. H: also applied to the recent

1y appointed Liwan for a Parwana for free trade which would

enable him to continue his efforts should the Firman not

be granted. a

In 1702, further trouble was experienced owing to the

Mughal's Embargo on trade which was rigorously enforced

by the Divan. All Europeans were indiscriminately seized

in the Out-Factories and the English Company's Agent at

Kasimbazar, RaJaahal and Patna were thrown into prison and

their effects sealed up.

 

1. Bruce, p 461.

2. Ibid, p 482.

3. Letter (general) from the Presidency of Hugli to the

Court of the English Company Dec. 28 1701, Jan. 27, Feb.

3, 1702, Letters from the Presidency of Bengal to the Pros

idency of Surat April4, 1701,March 7, 1702.

4e 624.



-.

 

 

 

'
.

.

.
.

.
.

.
.

'
I

.
I

.
.

.
.

¢
.
'
~
a
.

.

“
J
a
n

I
K
.

.
.

~
.
.

.
.

I
I

.
~

I
;

.

.
.

.
.
6

u
.
.

z
.
.

.
.

.
.

.
.

..

1
V
.
J
t
.
r
n
|
.
9
.
r

4
?
"
.
(
‘
U
I
I
Q
I
I

,

.
.

.
\

...
I

.
.

v

Q
'

l
l
u
v

I
.

I

.
.
.
I

.
.
.

p
.

.
v

I
.

.
.
.
.

.
.

.
.
.

\
w

.

~
l
.
’

I“

.
I

.
.
I
.

3
!
.
Q
w
0

.
I
v
r
l
l
.

#
7
.

I
.
h
.

.
.

I
.

.
;

1
.
.

I
|

I
.

3
l

I
.
i

..
.
l

I
.

r
\

~
1
n
.
~
.
v
%

.
1
|
.
.
.

1

I
I

.
"
b
y
.
.
.

-
'
9
’
]

b
.

..
.
-
L
\

M
-..»§..

....
-.

I
,
W
I
»
.
.
.
I
?
»

.
..
a
!

.
4
9

  



78.

Having no soldiers for a guar 1 Sir Edward Littleton was

obliged to fortify the Factory at H5511 in the best manner

practicable and to hire lOO Portuguese and such other

Europeans as he could engage. He also recalled the ship

:geflrave'which had already dropped down the river on her
 

voyage to Europe and stationed her abreast of the Factory

for its protection. As the oppression continued for a

considerable time and was supposed to be the result

of the Joint Councils of the Prince and the Diwan, it

became necessary to keep one or the Company's ships

constantly moored near the Factory.1

Meanwhile in January, 1702, the Courts of Directors

of both Companies transmitted the news 202 the Act oi

Union to their servants in Bengal with the usual orders

to unite their efforts to secure the trade for the Eng

3

lish nation.

 

1. Letters (general) from Sir Edward Littleton and Coun

cil at Hugli to the Court of Directors of the English

Company March 6, 1708, Letters from the Presidency of

Hugli to the Presidency of Surat Apr. 20, Oct. 6, Nov.14,1708

2. Bruce, p 499 and 514.

3. Letters frOm the Court of Directors of the London Company

to the President and Council in Bengal Aug. 4, 1702.

Letters from the Court of Directors or the English Company

to Sir Edward Littleton and Council at Hugli. Aug.6,27,

l 03.
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CHAPTIR V1.

THE ENGLISH COMPANY'S EMBASSY TO THE GREAT MUGHAL.

Soon after its charter was granted the Inglish Com

1>any resolved to solicit and obtain permission from the

King to send Ir. (after Sir 'illiam) Norris , a member of

the House of Commons, as Ambassador to the great Unghal

Aurangzeb, fron1the Inglish nation, 1 By thus sending a

regular envoy the Inglish Company imitated the precedent

set by the London Company which had sent Sir Thomas

Roe as Ambassador to Jahanjir in the reign of James 1;

and hoped to prove its status as the new English authority

in India. Since the time of Roe the London Company had

sent only commercial agents as envoys to the courts of

Indian sovereigns. The object of the mission of Norris

was to solicit Pirmans or imperial privileges for the

flhglish nation and to render the English Company its repre—

sentative in the last Indies.

Among the presents intended by the English Company

for the Hughal they wished to include a small train of

brass artillery and requested by petition to the king,

'illiam 111, that they might be furnished by the Board of

Ordinance with them. 2 The petition was referred to the

Board, which reported "that they did not know how far it

might be Justifiable to furnish foreigners with a train

of artillery which at one time or another may be used

 

1. Bruce, p 881.

8. Ibid, p 281.
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against his Ihsjeety's subJects".1

The Directors of the English Company laid great

weight on the Embassy and all their consuls were especially

directed to investigate carefully the nature and extent

of the privileges which the London Company had hitherto

possessed, 2to make translations of all Pirmans which

they enjoyed and to transmit them to 81F Iilliam Norris

with any observations whidx migm; occur to them in council,

on the subject of such farther privileges as it would be

expedient to solicit, and to assist him in every possible

way. The English Company appear early to have been appre

hensive that the expenses of the Embassy would be consid

erable, 8for the Directors authorised Sir Nicholas Iaite

at Surat, to advance 520,000 to the Ambassador, but

expressed a hope that the charges would not amount to a

greater sum; for with this fund , they trusted he would

be able to procure extensive privileges, and that by

liberal expenditure at first his negotiations would be

speedily terminated.

Accordingly, Sir Iilliam Norris sailed for India

on the IHarwich'and arrived off Iasulipatsm on Septem

ber 25, 1699, apparently under the advice of John Pitt,

with the idea of making his way thence to Aursngzeb's

 

1. Petition of the Inglish Company to the King for a train

of brass ordinance to present to the Mughal and Report

of the Board of Ordinance on this petition, Dec.l4,1698.

(East India Papers in State Paper Office, Part ll,Ro.26'

and 27.)

2. Bruce, p 283.

3. Ibid, p 888.
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court. The Hughal at the great age of eighty-one years

and in declining health, but still taking the field was

then encamyed in the Maratha country either before

Sattara, or preparing for the defence of that place. The

f0110wing letter was at once dispatched!1

Sir 'illiam Norris to the Gentlemen of the English Comp

pany's Factory at Hetehlepatan:

' ffrom on board his Majesties Shipp Harwich rideing

att Achor in the Roads before Hetchlepatam on the Coast

of Cormandell the 23th of September 1699..

I'Honzdentlemen

I'I thought Necessary to take the first Opportunity

to Signify to you my Arrivall on the Coast, which was

(with the Squadron under the command of Comadore Warren)

on the 20th Instant about six in the Evening. And on

Munday next I intend to dissimbarque.

"This comes by a Shipp in the Service of the Old

Company, wherefor I think itt not expedient to say any

thing further then that I am

'Hon:0entlemen

"Your humble Servant

Wm. Norris:

'All possible Provision is makeing (by the Governor in

Cheife of this Province vnder the Great Megull) for

my Reception, with great Crandure and all Imaginable

demonstrations of ffriendship. A Supply of Iine and strong

 

1e Hadgsl, v01. P
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Deer will bee Necessary by the first Opportunity."

To this Consull Pitt replied:1

' Iy Lord

....._'Shall get all things ready for Your Lord

ships reception on Munday and will advise You tomorrow

what hour of the day will be best to Land.

'If your Excellency pleases in my opinion 'twill

be best to have only a u>ld treat and the Severall tables

ready Spread Cover'd, upon Your Arrivall, for 'twill

be impossible to hitt the time so exactly to have it hott

and in Order besides 'twill be expected, it shou'd be done

with a great deal of more Ceremony than what circumstances

will admitt, for Your Excellency cannot but be Sensible

'ee must be in a little hurry, not being Yet well Bottled,

and every body with me snacquainted with India.

'Iee had the misfortune to loose One of Our Seaman

last night upon the barr

'I am "My Lord

"Your llcell: most humble servant

'J.Pitt'.

'Metchlepatam:23:7br:99..

On this occasion Consull Pitt addressed a letter to Mr.

Lovell, the London Company's agent at Iaiulipatamanotify

ing the arrival of the Ambassador and requiring that he

and the London Company's other servants should attend the

ceremony or his landing. To this demand Mr. Lovell OOEh

0
 

1. Hodges, Vol. 111, p L11.

as Bruce, {43-44.



Q
.

I
“

0
¢

0
a

.
l

..

Q
i
“
m
a
y
?
”

1
,

.
\
.

.

q
.
§
~
.
f
_
fi
-
.
.
.
\

-
.

  



85

p lied - a marked contrast to the action of most of the

London Company's servants and one which caused him to be

accused by his superiors of favoring the English Company,

later. Immediately upon his arrival Sir William Norris

sent Mr. Harlewyn to notify his character to the native

governor,1 and to desire information respecting the resi

dence of the Mughal to whose court he was about to pro

ceed, and received for answer that the Mughal was at

Visapur .

These transactions were reported to Governor Pitt

at Fort St. George who at once issued a protest rnder

the London Company's seal .8 aainst Sir Iilliam Norris!

interference in any applications which the London Company

might make to the native governments, that might effect

the rights they had_purchased and enjoyed; because they

were not subject to the control of any public minister

during the continuance of their term of trade. it the

same time he addres ed the Governor of Insulipatam and

the new Nawab Media Kahn Beg soliciting their protection

to the London Company , explaining that the reason why.

their Factors had not waited on them was due to the

measures of the English Company which had prevented their

discharging this duty.

The accounts Sir William Rorris gave of his own

progress to the Court of Directors of the lnglish Coriany

 

1. Bruce, p 344.

2. Bruce, p 322,
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1

revealed the true state of affairs. He reported that after

touching at Porto Novo , being in want of water, he put

into Madras Roads, where he was respectfully saluted by

the Port but was afraid to land lest the captains of the

fleet which conducted him might be influenced against

the English Company's interests by the President and

Council at Port St, George; that he was in great want of

proper interpreters and that the native officers made

considerable difficulties in acknowledging his rank

as Ambassador; that from not being furnished with proper

gq,1‘r53 it would be the middle of April before he could

attempt to proceed on his Journey; that in this interval

he had solicited the Hawab for a Parwana granting free

dom of trade till a Pirman from the Mughal could be

obtained , giving as a reason for his application for both

that the London Company would soon be dissolved; that though

the Hawab had apparently agreed to grant the Parwana, his

Diwan had demanded 50,000 rupees as the amount of duties

on customs owing by the English Company, since their

Factories had been established: that a further demand had

been made, founded on a complaint made by the Lascars

in the fleet that the wages due them had been withheld,

and that his interpreter had been detained till this de

mand had been complied with. 8

Meanwhile Ir. Edward Norris the Secretary of the Am

bassador had sent intelligence to Sir Nicholas Iaite at

 

1. Bruce, p 345 .

8. Letters from Sir Im- Norrie the Ambassador to the Court

of the lnaiish Companv. Zan.l.larch 12. 1100.
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Burst respecting the Ambassador's landing at Iasulipatam

September 25, 1699,1and his request that persons in

structed in the Moorish and Persian languages might be

sent to assist him in his negotiations, and that Sir

Nicholas might transmit to his copies of all Firmane

which had been granted to the English, with such observations

as he had been able to make on the subject; pressing

dispatch as he had been empowered at the expense of 520,000

to solicit and procure from the Mvghal an exemytion from

all duties within his dominions. The Ambassador also de

sired to know what further charges he might incur in pro

curing this great object of his mission and requested that

Sir Nicholas Waite would forward to the Hughal's Camp the

train of artillery which had been sent as a present by

the English Company . Sir Nicholas Iaite was also or

dered to intimate to the President and Council of the Lon

don Oompany at Surat, the arrival of the Ambassador and

that he was to proceed to the Mughal's court to fulfill

the object of his mission.a

The instructions of the Court of Directors to Sir

'illiam Norris were that he was to endeavor to procure priv

ileges in general terms and the admission of the Company's

consuls to the rank of King's ministers as otherwise their

authority would not be recognised by the English subjects

in India; that the temporary grant of the "Ghop'a11°w1ng

trade, had very properly been placed upon the old grant from

 

1. Bruce, p 344.

2. Letter from Mr. Norris ,Sec'y of the Embassy to Sir

Nicholas Iaite at Burat, Oct. 21, 1699.
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the King of Golconda in 1675, which in general was to the

English nation; a basis on which the Court trusted the

Pirman would be obtained by the Ambassador; that in par

ticular it would be important to get the privilege of a

mint at Madapollam, the principle seat of their trade and

permission to examine all English ships which might be

carrying on illicit trade in Mughal ports and to condemn

them}

Sir Iilliam Norris soon after his arrival in Masuli

patam sent for the information respecting the privileges

he was to solicit, awhich Sir Nicholas Waite had been in

structed to collect at Surat. In answer Sir Nicholas re

ported that his meeting the Ambassador previously to his

setting out for the Mughal's camp was indispensable and that

it would have been preferable, if, instead of landing at

Masulipatam, he had come directly to Surat, and he now in

sisted that the Ambassador should come to Surat and proceed

from that placm to the court and offered that six young gen

tlemen Writers should attend the Embassy. Having taken

these measures Sir Nicholas Waite informed the Ambassador

that the London Company had sent XwaJa Aiennes, an Armenian

Vakil to Aurangved to counteract the Ambassador's negotia

tion;that he had forwarded the presents of guns, etc. with

‘ten soldiers, six Iriters and two surgeons under the charge

of the Reverend Mr. Hackett, the Chaplain to Berhampur

to await his arrival; that he must be careful not to inter

 

1. Bruce, p 390.

3. Ibid, p 396.
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pose his good offices on behalf of the London Company,

who were endeavoring to get free of the lecurity Bond

which they had granted to make good the damages done to the

pilgrims' ships by pirates, lest such interposition might

invdlve the English Company in their engagements and debts.

This was accompanied by a request that the Ambassador would

draw on Masulipatam for what money he might want to defray

his charges as the £100,000 stock sent by the Court had

been eipended inpurchasing an investment.1

, Meanwhile after remaining in Masulipatam till the

beginning of May 1700 the inbassador found that the equipage

for his Journey to Golconda and thence to the Mughal's

Camp had not been provided by Consul Pitt. 2The blame he

imputed to the Consuls'chief Dubash Vinkatadur IhOm he

suspected of having been bribed by the London OOmpany's

servants in connection with the Inghal's officers. He

therefore decided to proceed to Surat in one of the Company's

regular ships expressing to Sir Nicholas Iaite his fear

that the aergioe might experience prejudice from delays

such as had oocured in Bengal where Sir Edward Littleton

had only been able to procure a conditional license to trade

for six months, the time in which it was supposed a Firman

00u1d be obtained.

Sir William Norrie' resolution to proceed to Surat by

3

sea was retarded by Consul Pitt who asserted that it would

 

1. Bruce, p 398,

2. Ibid, p 399.

s. Ibil, p 599.
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be derogatory to the Ambassador's character and dignity,

after having touched at one port in the Hughal's dominions,

not to go directly to his camp but to take shipping to

another port. This opinion he strengthened by a minute of

Council that the Ambassador should remain at Masulipatam

during the rainy season and then commence his Journey.

Irritated at this opinion, Sir 'illiam Norris ascribed it

to the insiduous conduct of the Consul'e chief broker -

who was still protected and retained in his service, not

withstanding frequent remonstrances to dismiss him - and also

to a Jealousy of Censrl Pitt at his superior rank. The

Consul finding the Ambassador determined to proceed to

Surat by sea, gave him a memorial of the privileges he

ought to solicit for the Inglish Company on the Coromandel

Coast, in substance that the Pirmsn should be founded on

that granted to the English nation by the King of Golcon

da in 1675 at the request of ur. Ianwaring with the followin1

additions: l a grant of the towns of Deverampank and led

apollam with the adjoining villages, which they then rented

at 600 pagodas per annum: a mint for coining rupees and pa

godas at Madapollam; all the Company's servants and washers

of cloths ldyers) to be exempted from taxes and all disputes

among them decided by the Consul and his council; the London

Company to deliver up their stamps and dyes for coining;

the Consul to be acknowledged by the native governors and

officers as the King of England's minister; the rirman to

 

1. Bruce, p 400/
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be in the name of the English Company established by the

King in Parliament and no other English subject to rent

any town or lands from the native governors.

The manner rather than the substance of this memorial

confirmed the suspicions er Sir William Norris 1that the

broker of Consul Pitt as well as the native chiefs on the

Coromandel Coast were leagued against the progress of

his Embassy. But these suspicions were now shifted from

the broker to Consul Pitt himself, whom he represented to

the Court in a formal complaint as having thwarted him in

the object of his Embassy, and either to have been corrupted

by the servants of the London Company or to have acted in

the manner contrary to his duty, with a view to conceal

the private traffic which he carried on for his own benefit

in opposition to the interests of the Company. These sus

picions were strengthened by the reiterated applications

of Sir Nicholas Waite who by daily hirkaras acqwainted the

Ambassador with the fact that he was making every preparation

for his reception and for his Journey, which he trusted would

defeat the combination against him by Consul Pitt and the

native officials. This intelligence was accompanied with

complaints of Consul Pitt for his intemperate language in

his correspondence on the 00mmercial concerns of the Com!

pany between the Coast and Surat.

Under these impressions and from the assurances of Sir

Nicholas Iaite that evry preparation was being made at

 

1. Bruce, p 400 —1.
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Surat to forward the Imbassy, Sir Iilliam Norris obliged

the Consul to change the destination of the ship "Sommers'

that it might proceed with him to Surat whither he sailed

from Masulipatam on August 25, 1700 after a delay of eleven

menthe.1 On leaving that port he accused 00nsul Pitt of

breach of duty and wrote to this effect not only to the

Court of Directors but also to the Secretary of State.2

Consul Pitt in his turn wrote to the Court of Directors

vindicating his conduct against these accusations.

He stated 5that instead of having obstructed the Journey

of the Ambassador every effort on his part had been made

to facilitate the mission. The best evidence of this

was the fact that the expenses of the Ambassador during his

residence on the Ooromandel Coast were 113,000 rupees;

that after the fullest preparations had been made for his

Journey, under the pretext that two FouJdars had refused to

furnish oxen (which they afterwards gave) he had diverted

the line of trade, for which the ship "Sommers' was intended

to be altered, and employed that vessel to carry the

Ambassador and his suite to Surat notwithstanding a notice

from the lughal that it was expected he would proceed by land.

Consul Pitt and his council therefore protested against the

Ambassador's conduct and informed the Court that his

voyage to Surat had been undertaken by the advice of Sir

Nicholas Iaite whose letter to the Mughal had done great

 

1. Bruce, p 401.

2. The text of this document is found in Hedges Vol. 111,

LVll, LVlll, LlY.

3. Bruce, p 412.
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prejudice to the company's affairs and the charges of the

Imbasay and the present to Assad Kahn the Iazir had greatly

embarrased the funds.

After a long and tedious voyage conveyed by four ships

of the Royal Navy Sir William Norris arrived at Swally,

the port of Surat on December 10, 1700 and notified his

character and made known the reception he expected to the

Governor of Surat. 1 The Odvernor in reply answered that un

less the King of England's letter appointing Sir William

Norris to the rank of Ambassador should be laid before him,

he could not admit him as such till he had received the

Mughal's orders; for if he did it would be at the risk of

losing his head particularly as Sir John Gayer the Governor

of Bombay and General of the London Company had refused to

recognise the Ambassador's authority.

Immediately on his arrival Sir William Nooris, since his

dignity as an Ambassador was superior to that of Sir John

Bayer ordered the captain of the old Company's ship'Tavistock'

to strike her Union Jack in token of respect. a This was

done, but Sir John Gayer fearing that the old Factory would

sink in the estimation of the natives ordered it to be

rehoisted. The arrival of the Act of Parliament which

continued the London Company as a corporation , at this

Juncture, was immediately notified to Sir Nicholas Iaitc

and again put the claims of the two companies more on a state

of equality . Norris then applied for permission to make a

 

1. Bruce, p 401-8.

2. Ibid, p 874-5. Anderson, p 148.
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public entry into Surat. But for conceding this privilege

the Governor char ed lPOQ gold mohurs . Then the Imbassy

made its solemn entry. Under these circumstances Sir Nichols?

Iaite infcrned the Oourt1 that he had been obliged to make

a large present to covnteract Sir John Gayer's projects of

inducing the Governor to refuse his acknowleQgOmDOt of the

Ambassador and to recieve him with suitable solemnity;

But that his resources were by no means such as could meet

the charges of the Embassy which he had with so much pains

endeavored to bring to Surat, for he had been obliged to

furnish the Ambassador with 10,000 rupees and credit for

a lakh and a half which he had borrowed. Moreover, the

presents which had been sent by the court, had been imp

properly selected; for instead of rarities the articles were

common and of little esteem in the country. Sir William

Norris, on this occasion found himself extremely embarrased

and not choosing to proceed without the authority of the

presidency to which he had been referred, required from

Sir “10h01u8 Waite and his council a written order for the

sums which he was to offer the Mughal and his principle

ministers.

The ambassador next notified Bar John Gayer that his

diplomatic commission would be publicly read on December 38

and that it would be the dut; of all Englishmen to attend.2

Gayer in reply plainly disivowed his authority. Ror was he

 

1. Bruce, p 402.

2. Ibid, p 578.

Anderson, p 148.
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content with words, for he dispatched an Armenian Vakil

to court 831118 envoy with orders to frustrate all the

Ambassador's efforts. Enraged at this opposition Bir

Nicholas Iaite brought a complaint before the Governor on

January 22, 1701 against the factors of the old Company

for the insult which they had offered the Ambassador and

seized Ir. Iyche and Mr. Garnet and Mr. Richardson and

delivered them to the Governor who detained them until

they could find security for their appearance when called upon

Sir Nicholas Iaite now for the first time began to

discover the effects of his zeal in diverting the Inlsssy

from Masulipatam to Suratland lowered the terms specified

in his own project of a Firman for the Inglish nation,

by advising Sir William Norris not to press his solicitations

for any new privileges for the English Company, beyond those

which were enjoyed by the London Company, till such time

as he could receive informathen of the privileges required

by the Company's presidents on the Coast and in Bengal, and

to request when this should arrive that beside the Pirmans

six lakhs of rupees should be annually paid to the English

Company for the expense of the convoys of the Jaddah and

mocha fleets, and above all , that the Firmans ought to be

expressed in such terms as would give to the Consul at

Surat authority to enforce the observation of them. If

these conditions could be obtained his opinion was that the

Ambassador might 51 vs to the Mughal and his princizal

 

1. Bruce, p 405.
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officers , besides the presents, a sum not exceeding two

lakhs of rupees. He then enumerated the principal min

isters of the Mughal to whom portions of this sum were to

be offered; seven of whom must be bribed high to conciliate

them to the interests of the English Company. In conducting

the negotiation he cautioned the Ambassador, if he expected

to succeed not to disputewith the officers of the Mughal,

on cermonies or precedents to which Ambassadors in Europe

were accustomed, because in the Hughal Empire such forms

could not be admitted.

Under these circumstances Sir William Norris set out

from Surat on January 27, 1701, on his Journey towards the

Mughal's camp with the retinue of sixty Europeans and three

hundred natives. 0n the eighth of February he arrived

at 'Kokely' sixty-six 003; from Surat. 1At this place he was

intermed by Sir Nicholas Iaite, that Sir John Gayer and the

London Company's servants had been siezed and imprisoned

by the Governor of Surat, but at the same time that their

Vakil had gone to court to negotiate fer them with a credit

of two lakhs of rupees.2 On February 14, the Ambassador

reached "Bancolee' and dispatched a messenger to Sir

Nicholas Waite , desiring to know by whose authority Sir

John Gayer had been siezed, as necessary information to him

in directing his applications to the Mughal. On his Journey

a mutiny took place among the poems attending him, at a

 

1. Bruce, p 404.

Anderson, p 450.

2. Bruce, p 404.
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time and in situations when the appearance of armies of the

Hindu chiefs in the vicinity of his small camp and the

Mughal troops keepinb them in check endangered his pro

gress. 1 It is remarkable that even in this early 1eriod

the discipline of the small body which formed the Ambassa

dor's guard, kept both in awe; nor were these dangers

lessened by the reports of Sir Nicholas Waite from Surat

that a demand had been made upon him by the Governor for

security against the pirates in the South Indian Seas.

This he could evade only by offering his security for any

vessel which might be taken by the London Company's ships

as the Ambassador was on his way to court to arrange all

those points wifh the Emperor.

Sir William Norris on February 19 proceed d on his

Journey as far as l'G'elgawn" near Aurangabad from which he

expressed his fears to Sir Nicholas Waite 2 that should Sir

John Gayer and the London Company's servants be released

from confinement they would in revenge for the injuries they

had sustained probably blockadethe port of Surat, an event

which would arouse the lughal's anger and frustrate the

object of the Embassy. He,therefore, recommended that a

ship should be constantly stationed off the port to prevent

this measure being resorted to be the London Company. On

February 21, the Ambassador reached 'Damondavse" where he

recieved authority from Sir Nicholas Waite to pay such sums

 

1. Bruce, p 404-5.

Anderson, p 450.

5. Bruce, p 405.
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as might be necessary to obtain the privileges 3 it being

advisable to give any amount for them before the arrival

of Dr. Davenant, who might counteract the whole of the

negotiation and to induce the Mughal to accede to his

requests he was empowered to offer 6000 maunds of lead

per annum at six rupees per maund.

On March 3, 1701 the Ambassador reached 'Berhampur' 1

at which it became expedient to pay a visit in form to the

Iazir Gaza-adi Khan . A short time was spent in adjusting

the ceremonials, the Ambassador requirung to be admitted to

a conference preceded by drums, trumpets, etc., which the

Wazir refused as being inconsistent with Eastern usages

on such occasions. This refusal the Ambassador considered

derogatory to his dignity and he left Berhampur without

having a comference with the Wazir and reached 'Panwel' on

April 7, 1701 near which the Mughal's camp was located.

As soon as the Ambassador's arrival was notified, an order

was issued granting him permissign to encamp, and an audience

with the Emperor was obtained.

In this early stage of the business, Norris received

 

l.Bruce, p 406.

Anderson, p 150.

2. The primary authorities for the above facts are: -

Correspondence between Sir Wm. Norris and Sir Nicholas

Waite while at Masulipatam and during his Journey to the

Mughal's camp April 12, 16, 25, 30, May 31, June 12,22,

July 1, Aug. 5, 7,Sept. 19, Nov. 4,50, Dec. 5, 10,13,

17, 81, 1700, Jan. 14, 20, 23, Feb. 1,6,8,9,12, 14, 17,

19, 21, 27, March 5, 8, 18, 1701. Letter from Sir 'm.

Norris to the Court Aug. 19, 1700. Letter from Sir Im.

Norris to the Governor of Surat, Dec. 26, 1700. Corres

pondence between Bir Im. Norris and Consul Pitt June 6,

Aug. 3, 22, 1700. Copies of Firmans to be requested for

Surat and the Coromandel, Hay l4,Augzl4, 1700.

ll"
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information of the Act of Parliament continuing the London

Company as a corporation.1 This caused hesitation respecting

the basis upon which it had been agreed he was to open

his negotiation. 0n consultation with the principal per

sons attending the Embassy , it was agreed that it would

not be lawful for the Ambassador to represent to the Mughal

that the London Company was to cease in September, 1701.

notwithstanding his previous assertion of the circumstance

to the Governor of the provinces and to the Mughal's min

isters. But this produced difficulties as to the manner

in which he was to open the business with the Emperor.

It was, however, impossible to retract for already the

time had been fixed for his audience and the ceremonial

of his Procession , which was to be as impressive as possible

had been settled.

The order of the Procession on April 28, 1701, was

as follows:-2Mr. Cristor , Commander of his Excellency's

Artillery on horseback.

Twelve carts wherein were carried the twelve brass guns

for presents.

Five hackeries, with cloth etc. for-presents.

One hundred Cohurs and measures carrying the glass

ware and looking glasses for presents.

-Two fine Arabian horses, richly cararisoned for presents.

Two ditto with caparisons for presents.

 

1. Bruce, p 461.

2. lbid, p 462-475.

Anderson, p 150-3
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Four English soldiers on horseback, guarding the

presents.

The Union Flag .

The Red, Ihite and Blue Flags.

Seven state horses, richly ccparisoned , two with

English harness and five with Indian.

One state palanquin with English furniture of sivsr

tissue brocaded.

Two other crests.

The band with rich liveries on horseback.

Mr. Basset , Lieutenant of his Excellency's foot-guards

on horseback.

Ton servants in rich liveries on horseback.

The Kin5'g and My Lords' Arms.

One kettle-drumer in livery on horseback.

Three trumpeters in liveries on horseback.

Captain Symons, Commander of his Excellency's guards.

Twelve troopers every way armed and accoutered after

the English mode.

Hr. Beverly , Lieutenant of his Excellency's horse guard:

The King's and My Lords' Arms richly gilt and very

large, the first being borne by sixteen men .

Mr. John, unll and Mr. Whitaker on horseback in rich

laced coats.

Mr. Hale, Master of the Horse, richly dressed.carrying

the Sword of State pointed up.

His Excellency in a rich palanquin,1ndian embroidered
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furniture.

Your pages , two on each side of his Ixcellency's pal

anquin richly dressed.

Edward Norris, Eaq., Secretary of the Embassy in a

rich palanqnin carrying his Majesty's letter to the Em

peror: on each side Mr. Wingate and Mr. Shettleworth in

rich lace coats on horseback.

Mr. Harlevyn, Treasurer, wearing a gold key and Mr.

Adiel Mill, Secretary to his Excellency in a coach.

This long procession was carefully arranged and the whole

was certainly calculated to strike with wonder a people

like those of India. The Ambassador, on being received

by the Imperor, requested that the Firmans might be granted

to each of the presidencies of Surat, Masulipatam, and

Hugli, with an exemption from the bonds given by the London

Company for the security of the seas. The Emperor's orders

were issued and in return for these favors the Ambassador

paid another visit cf state to the Mughal and presented him

with 200 gold mohurs. The Firman for Bengal was more ex

tensive than those for Surat or those for Masulipatam be

cause it granted a total exemption from pa nent of duties

and permission to have a mint; but the authority with which

the Consuls were vested was the same for each presidency.

The result of the negotiation thus appeared to be favor

able when circumstances occured which alarmed the Ambassador

for the final success of the business. Sir Nicholas 'aite

had previously to the arrival of the Ambassador, addressed
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a letter to the Mughal soliciting a separate Firman. In

the Persian letter Waite had promised to give security

for the safe navigation of the southern seas; but in the tr

English translation, sent to the Ambassador and to the

court, this circumstance had been omitted. Thus, though

the Ambassador had obtained an exemption from the Security

  

Bond extorted from the London Company the Mughal's ministers

considered the security offered in Sir Nicholas Iaite's

letter as the ground on which the Firman had been given.

A delay of course took place till this obJection could be

explained or removed. This circumstance again brought it }

complaint from Sir William Norris against Sir Nicholas
.‘~s~‘~>

Waite, not only for having by this letter impeded his pro

gress but for the scanty supplies of money sent from Surat

to defray the charges which had nearly ruined the Embassy.

Another unfortunate circumstance occured at this crisis,

namely the information of a dervish to the Mughal that the ' ;

London Company had not paid their debts. This created a

second delay and produced a positive order to sieze the pro

perty of the London Company and the persons of their ser

vants and to prohibit their trade in every part of his do

minions . But this produced an effect on the Embassy which i

had not been anticipated for it was further ordered that

should the property of the London Company not be sufficient .

to cover those debts the English Company would be liable

for them. Moreover, the applications of the Ambassador

and of the Armenian Vakils for another, each offering I
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bribes and lavishing money for the same object, excited

doubts in the mind of the Mughal and of his ministers as

to which of the two companies was in fact the "real English

Company. and induced the Mughal to order a letter to be

written to Sayyid Sadulla, an holy priest at Surat. This

again became a source or delay; for in the whole of these

transactions bribery was the only means which could be em

ployed. Sir Nicholas Waite was given to understand that

10,000 rupees would be the price of the Sayyid's report

in favor of the English Comrany: but if such a report had

really been made, its effects would have been immediately

frustrated by the arrival of eight Mocha ships, the com

manders of which reported that three of their fleet had

been taken by an English pirate. What at first was delay

only, now turned to hesitation about granting the Firnan,

  

though the reason given was that they could not be issued   
(:yf-"fi'"~

iAlrii'sill"‘IIJQi(

till the report was made from Surat of the execution of the

a.

4\

 

Mughal's orders, and an account of the London Company's : ' éfi

property received to ascertain whether they had funds sut- ‘§ i;

ficient to liquidate the damages done by pirates. The bribe

required by the Sayyid was to be followed by one to the

-v--~_-__oae

“n....4....v-..."!-;- _'.v4_v AV.'4

Governor who intimated that he had received an order from

the Mughal to report the power of the respective companies -

i.e, the sum which each could pay. The Governor made an

offer himself to obtain the Firmans for the English Company

if the Consul would pay 125, 000 rupees for the first ,

62, 500 for the second and 100,000 for the third and thai - ‘ ‘
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these sums should be paid at Surat: but before any of the

Pirmans could be issued the seas must be cleared of pirates.

These delays and diappointments produced mutual ac- '"i

cusations between the Ambassador and Consul. The Consul

and Council accused the Ambassador to the Court of DireCtOPS

of having, foraEuropean ceremony disobliged the Grand .

Uazir at Berhampur, and Mr. Hill the private secretary and

interpreter of having from his ignorance of the Persian

  

language and usages of Eastern courts increased the dis

gust which the Ambassadors ill-Judged sense of dignity had

created; and also of having neglected to investigate suf

ficiently the proceedings and conduct of the London Com

pany's Vakils , Who from better knowledge of the manners

and customs of the country had completely overreached him.

Sir William Norris on the other hand not only accused Sir

Nicholas Iaite of having impeded his pregress by the impru

dent letter which has been referred to, but also of having

withheld the money required as bribes to insure success.

It may easily be supposed that under these circumstances,

the negotiations would break off.The cause of this Sir William

Norris in his despatch to the Consul at Surat on October

28, 1701, stated to have been a demand by the Emperor for

the security of the seas against pirates. This was evaded

by the Ambassador pleading the security given by the three

European nations , the French, the Dutch and the English,

and that it was unreasonable to demand security against the

Malabar pirates who were the Mughal's own subjects and whose A V ‘
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actions he alone could control; but that he was ready to

give a lakh of rupees to be given exempted from the obliga

tion. In this instance, money had no charm and the answer

not being satisfactory the Mughal intimated to the Ambassa

dor that "the English best knew if it was their interest

to trade , and if the Ambassador refused to give an obliga

tion, he knew the same way back to England that he came.‘

Considering this a dismissal from the court, Sir William

Norris desired 'dustucks ' or passports for Surat and

published a notice in Persian , Hindu and English that all

persons having any claims on the English Embassy should give

them in five days, as at that time he proposed to commence

his Journey; and requested throush the Iazir an audience

of leave of the Emperor. The passports for the Ambassador's

return were accordingly granted though the audience was

refused, and having struck his tents Norris set out on the

morning of November 5, 1701, from the Mughal's camp at

'Murdawughen' on his march to Surat.

The opinion of the different presidencies on the

rupture of negotiations were :- at Surat, that Norris was

not entitled to break off the Embassy by the 12th

Article of his instructions without the consent of Sir

Nicholas Waite and his council: at Masulipatam, that his con

duct had been rash and imprudent though they still hoped the

Firman might be procured through the influence of the Iazir,

and that it was absurd to insist on European forms not

understood in an Eastern court and not less so to have

neglected from a more punctilio to pay his respects to
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'7

Assad Kahn the I zir at Berhampur and to conciliats his

favor; at Hugli, that the delays in obtaining the Firmans

had exposed the trade in Bengal to exhorbitant demands H

from the Mughal officers and obliged then to apply to the a"

new Diwan for permission to continue trade which from the

rash and imprudent conduct of the Ahbassador might ulti- .

mately be endangered.

Meanwhile, Qir William Norris had left the Mughal's

l“3??3“";'s

camp and proceeded on his Journey for three days when

Mahmud Khan Diwan of the Deccan overtook him and , by the

Emperor's ordere, desired his return to court, asserting

that he had_set out without the Emperor's 'dustucks' and

on Sir Willaim Norris' producing them, affirmed that they

had proceeded fnom an inferior officer without orders and

desired that he would halt for two days till the Hughal's

pleasure should be known. Having halted for the time re

quired and no counter orders having reached him, Sir

William Norris continued his march, and reached Bcrhanflur

on November 14 , where he found the~Nawab Gaza-sdi Khan

the Hughal's chief general in camp. Conferences and

visits of ceremony took place between the ambassador and

the officers of this general who desired that he would halt

for a week to give time to write to court in favor of the

embassy.

In this interval every effort was made to induce Sir

William Norris to visit the Navab, which he declined under

apology that not having taken a personal leave of the Em- ‘ V I

peror he could not with propriety pay his respects to any
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of his officers. No notice having been sent him direct

from the Hughal he recommenced his Journey on Vovember

22. He had not advanced above two coss from Berhampur

when he was surrounded by a large body of Gaza-adi K han's

troops, but the determined app arance of resistance by Sir

William Norris' guard, prevented any violence, and the re

quest was again made that he would return to Berhampur

for a few days, with which he was under the necessity of

complying as his tents and baggage had been seized . Sir

William Norris protested against this outrage as an insult

offer~d to a representative of a great king ; but the pro

test wan answered by Gaza-adi Khan's informing him that

he could not allow him to proceed till the Emperor's pleas

ure should be known. It was in this situation that he

learned on November 28 that orders had been sent to Surat

to seize the property and servants of the London Company

till such time as the obligation for the security of the

seas, given some years past , should be comzlied with.

On Decemberz, he was informed that, at the recommendation of

Gaza-adi Khan , the Pirmans would be granted and a demand

was made for a sum of money for the intercession of this

officer. Affairs continued in this situation till February

4, when the ambassador was informed by Gaza-adi Khan that

he had received a letter and a sword from the Emperor

for the King of England with the promise that the Firmans

would be sent in a short time. The Ambassador received the

for Surat

presents and at the same time pass-portsAfor which place he
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set out on February 5. Rustum the broker, was detained by

the Emperor's orders but was directed by the Ambassador,

not to sign any obligation or give any further sums of

money, on account of the embassy. Sir Iillian Norris at

this time promised Gaza-adi Khan that should the Pirmans be

granted (beside the 2,500 gold mohure Which he had actually

paid to him) he should be further remunerated with a

lakh and a half and his brother with 20,000 rupees.

It was not, however, till April 12, 1702, that Sir

William Norris reached Surat and on the 18th waited on the

new governor who had formerly been treasurer and obtained

permission for Sir Nicholas Waite to go out of the city in

which he had been confined since the Ambassador left the

court, On April 29, Sir William Norris embarked with thir

teen of his retinue on board the "iclgigfa Permission

ship on the Separate Stock and paid 10,000 rupees for his

passage. Mr. Norris, his brother and secretary of the Em

bassy went on board the"China Merchant" one of the Company's

ships with fourteen of the Ambassador's salts. This embark

ation was effected by giving a bribe of 3,000 rupees to

the Governor and 2,000 to his principal-officers. The terms

on which the ambassador and consul separated at the

embarkation, may be seen from the fact that Sir Iilliam

Norris declined to deliver to Sir Nicholas Waite a copy of

his diary or lapers, though he gave up his horses, camels,

oxen, and elephants to be sold on the Company's account.
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On MayS ,1702, the 'Scipio'and "China Merchant'I sailed

for England. In this manner terminated the second embassy

1

from an English king to the Hughal Emperor.

 

l. The primary authorities for the above facts are: Let

ters from Sir William Norris to the Presidency at Surat,

April 7, 24, 25, May 15, Oct. 28, Nov. 4,11, 14, 25, 28,

December 2,50,1701, Jan? 7, Feb.8,16, 1702. Order of the

Procession at the ambassador's audience of the Imperor

April 28, 1701. No. 5868. Lettersfrom Sir Nicholas Waite

and Council at Surat to Sir*William Norris April 5, 9,

May 5,9,16,22,23,27,June 1,Aug.18, 19, 21, 51, Scpt.2,c,

16, Nov. 19,27,Dec. 1 , 13, 27, 1701. Jan.7,Feb.4, 1702.

Letters from Qir William Norris to the Presidency of

Masulipatam lune 12, 1701. Letters from the Presidency

of Masulipatam to Sir William Morris April 25, May 12, July

14, Aug. 15, 25, Dec. 5, 1701, Jan. 18, March 4, 25, 1702.

Letters from Sir William Norris to the Presidency of Hugli

Aug. 14, IEHiSept. 3, 1701. Letters from the Presidency

of Hugli to the court April 22, May 78, 19, 1701. Letter

from Mr. Mill Secretary to Sir Wm. Norris to the court,

Jan 15, 1702. Letter from Mr. Harlewyn treasurer of the

embassy, to the court, dated at St. Helena, Oct. 51, 1702.
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CHAPTER V11.

PEACE BETWEEN THE COMPANIES.

Iithin a few weeks after the establishment of the “3

English Company in 1698, the Court of Directors of the

London Company, writing to their President at Ft. St,

GeOrge declared,1 that the English Company had paid two

tenths of their subscription; out of the first tenth, the

discount had been allowed so that only 7 L was

  

paid for the first 10 L ; that the second 510 was paid

in full 30 that Ll? only had been paid for each 1100

subscribed; that this £17 at the date of their letter

October 28, 1698, sold for 114 which was a loss of nearly

25 g on each a £100; that this stock would diminish in

value on the payment of each subsequent tenth; that this

proved to be the fact for when the third installment was

paid it sold at 5 % discount; that the effect of this

fall had already been felt by the stock-holders of the new

company who had begun to place their reliance on the cos»

lition with the old Company; and that though the Court were

of the opinion that this might be the ultimate consequence

they did not consider the present to be the time for lis- ‘;

toning to it, or oindeed till the stock of the London and

English Companies should bear nearly the same price. In

December, 1698, the English Company still further lost

confidence in their own speculation, for as the payments on

their stock were made its value was depressed; and as early

 

as March 1699, Mr. Papillcn was employed by them, to ne- I I

1. Bruce, p 259.
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gotiate a coalition between the two companies. This

project the Court of Directors of the London Company were

or the opinion was inndmissable , unless the English

Company had ready money to pay for forts and factories etc.

in India and to lay down the same sum to begin a new Joint

stock as the London Company were able to do. 1

Two months after these first efforts of Mr. Papillon ,

frequent meetings were held between persons deputed by both

  

Companies for the purpose of concerting measures for a

union.2 The first demands of both parties were so extrava

gant that the plan was relinquished. The English Company

finding after the advance of 50 f on the £2,000,000 and

20 for their equipment or 70 flon the whole, that their

stock would only sell for 57 fl'became sensible that their

speculation was on the decline and proposed that the Lon

don Company should accept as much stock in addition to i

the L5l5,000 which they had subscribed for as would make up ?

their proportion to £1,000,000. This proposal the London - 0

Company rejected on the ground that their charter still pre

served them their privileges till September, 1701 and that

whatever might be the result, their share of £315,000 -; I

in the new stock would be sufficient, independently of -

competition , to enable them to export as much British

produce as could be sold in Indian markets. This refusal '

produced new approaches from the English Company for co

alition; as the London Company had refused to lend any aid

1. Letter from the Court of the London Company to the Pres \ ‘ ‘

ident and Council of Ft. St. George, Dec.15,1698, Letter from

the Court to the General and Council at Bombay, March 17,1699 [1

‘0 p _r-_LH_ __'
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in supporting their credit, they determined to make a bold ,

effort and call upon their subscribers for a payment of 25‘%

for trade on their stock of L1, 653,000, although they had

not as Net actually sent abroad more than £200,000. The

payments now amounted to 95 flybut the stock had propor

tionately decreased in value in the market below what it '

was when their payments were 70 fl only, that is, 95 fl'sold

1

in July 1699 for 74‘fl only,

  

On April 11, 1700, after cOnsiderable negotiation

by the London Company, an Act for “ Continuing the Governor

and Company of Merchantgfrrading to the East Indies, a

Corporation until the redemption of the 2,000,000 ad

vanced by the English Companywreceived the royal ascent.2

The Directors of the English Company writing to their consul

at Surat concerning this matter declared that, 3 "a bill

had been introduced into Parliament in favor of the London

Company which continued them a corporation , entitled to

trade on the proportion of the stock of the English Company

for which they had subscribed, but which placed them on no

better footing than the Mercer's Company or any other cor

poration of London which might ehuse to subcribe and sub

Jected them to the payment of 5 fl for the maintenance of

 

l. The primary authorities for the a bove facts are,

Letters from the Court to the General and Council in Bombay,

May 5, July 28, 1699. Minutes of the Court of the London

Company and representation of the English Company to the

King on their proposais fOpK\UUon being rejected by the

London OomPany, Feb. and Harch, 1700. (East India Papers in

State Paper office, Part 11 No. 138, 139, 140.)

2. East India Acts (Printed 1786) p 39. & Bruce p 294. ‘

3. Bruce, p 386. a
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public ministers.‘

During the latter part of the same year, Mr. Secretary

Vernon by order of the King notified the London Company,

that in the preceding year after the bill for continuing

them a corporation had passed both Houses, but previously

to its receiving the royal assent, their Governor and com

mittees had readily agreed to the recommendation of the

King, for forming a union with the English Company, and de

sired to know what measures had been taken by them to this

effect. 1 In consequence of this notice a court of the

Generality (Proprietors) was called on December 23, 1700, at

which it was resolved "that this Company as they have always

been , so are they still ready to embrace every opportunity,

by which they may manifest their duty to his Majestic and

zeal for the public good, and that they are desirous to

contribute their utmost endeavors for the preservation of

the East India trade to this kingdom, and are willing to

agree with the new Company upon reasonable terms."

This resolution was communicated to the English Company

by Mr. Secretary Vernon,2 with a request to know the terms

upon which they were willing to unite with the London

Company. In consequence a general court of the English

Company wis held at Skinner's Hall on January 2, 1701, which

came to the fOlloWing resolutions as"reasonable terms'
 

upon which they were willing to unite with the London

Company, viz., that both Companies should bring home their

 

1. Bruce, p 355,

20 p
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effects without delay, pay all their debts, and divide

the eurrlus among their respective proprietors; that after

a certain day ( to be hereafter agreed upon) both Companies

should cease from exporting goods separately; that the L

315,000 subscribed by Mr. John Dubois should be added to

the stock of the English Company; that to enable the Lon

don Company to have their proportionate share of the trade

they should be allowed to purchase $324,000 of the stock of

the English Company (in addition to the 1,515,000 above

mentioned) so as to entitle the London Company to one third

of the whole Joint stockand trade; and that the valuation

of the Dead Stock of the London Company and of the settle

ments of the English Company with the expenses of the Km

bassy to the great Mughal should be adjusted by arbitration.

In this situation Hr. Secretary Vernon desired 1 a con

ference with the Governor and committees of the London

Comlany and informed them that " his Majesty was glad to

find that the London Company were disposed to unite with the

English Company on reasonable terms, and that he would wil—

lingly know from themselves what those terms are."

A general court was accordingly summoned on January 27, 1701

at which it was resolved, ' That what terms may be Judged

reasonable, they doe humbly conceive must arise froma treaty,

and that they have apyointed seaven persons of the Company

to treat with a like number of the English Comyany in order

2

to an union."

 

1. Bruce, p 357.

2. Ibid, p 425.
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On April 23, the Court met to receive such proposals

as might be laid before them, when a plan suggested by Mr.

John Draper to the Governor was read and Sir Basil Pirebrace

informed the Court that he had offers to make which he

doubted not would produce a Union between the two Com

panies,ltut desired that a recompense might be allowed

him for “is trouble in the event of both C>mpcnies coming to

an agreement. On the 24th, the Court resolved that the

Committee of seven or any five of them should be author

ised exclusively to receive orEmake proposals subject to

the ultimate apyro bation of the general court, and also

to settle the recomyense to be given to Sir Basil Firebrace

grovided he could accomplish this important business;

The Committee of Seven after repeated conferences with Sir

Basil Firebrace submitted on-June 6, 1701 to the Court of

Committees that as a recOmpense if he effected the union,

£150,000 of the stock of the Comyeny should be transferred

to him on his paying L80 for eadhLlOO, i.e., a reward of

20 fl'on this sum as a compensation for his services. On

September 26, 1701, Sir Basil Firebrace applied to the

Court to prolong the time for the negotiation which was to

expire on September 29, 1701, when it was agreed that he

shovld be desired to proceed in bringing the treaty to

a conclusion, and assured that the would represent his

services to the General Court for such recompense as they

should think proper.

 

1. Bruce, p 425.
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The conferences , however, continued from this period I ;

till the month of January, 1702, when the general terms

of the Union were agreed upon by both Companies; namely, that “I l\

a Committee of twelve of each Campany should be appointed

a Court of Managers: each Company to contribute a moiety

of what the managers should think fit to export; the Court of

Managers to have the future directions of all matters re

lating to trade and settlements, but the Factors of each

  

Company to manage the separate stocks of their respective

employers sent out before the Union and to return the same

and clear all accounts and debts in India before the expira

tion of seven years, at which time, one great Joint stock

Company was to be formed by the Union of the two Com

panies. This agreement or Instrument of Union was ap

proved by the general Courts of both Comyanies on April 27,

1702.1

That there might be no ground for reciprocal com- ;

plaint, it was agreed2 tha; the equopments i f the two Com- ,

panies should remain under their respective Directors.

By a preliminary Deed, therefore, signed and sealed by the

Managers of both Companies and dated July 22, 1702, it was

agreed that the London Company's ships, the'Howland",'§ggagd'

and "Gloucester" and the English Company's ships the

"Mary and Katherine"and the "Samuel and Anna'should continue
 

on the separate account of their freighters.

This ground being taken an Identure_Tripartite oetween

 

1. Bruce, p 426. i

2. Ibid, p 4'6.
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the Queen and the two East India Companies, dated July 22,

1702, passed under the Great leal of England, which in the

correspondence of the Court with their foreign presidencies

they described as their "Charter of Union". By this Deed

it was settled that the London Campany should purchase as

much of the stock of the EYQLiMlconmany atparws would vest

in each an equal proportion of the £2,000,000 for the ad

vance of which to the Government , the Charter had been

originally granted to the English Company. The interests

of the London and English Companies and Qeparate Traders

were as follows:

The London Company's Subscription......5l5,000

The English Company's ' .,,.l,662,000

Separate Traders ' .......23,000

L 2,000,000

By this agreement the interests of the two Companies were

fixed as follows:

Purchase of stock by the London Company

£673,000 in addition to their former stock

making their share together...........i 988,500

English Company's proportion............988,500

Separate Traders ' ......... 23.000

2,000,000

Having thus settled the mutual interests of the two Com

panies as far as regarded their respective stocks, it was

decided that in future the trade to India should be carried

on for seven 1ears on the two united stocks in the name of
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the English Company, as thereby the privileges granted by

the Charters of both Comlanies and the Act of Parliament

w0uld be best preserved, but the London Company was to have

an equal management of the trade.

The principal difficulties of adjusting the respective

interests of the two Companies being thus removed, esti

~mates were made of the Dead Stock of both Companies. The

Dead Stock of the London Company was valued at £330,000

and that of the English Company at L 70,000. The English

Company were, therefore, to pay £150,000 to the London

Company so as to make u]-- L 200,000 for their half of the

whole dead stock of £400,000. The London Company were

to retain the use of their Dead Stock at home, during seven

years and after that term they were to go to the United

Company. During this period also, each Company was to

hold their distinct Courts and might raise money either

for their respective shares of the United Trade or for

laying their separate debts; but all debts contracted for

the Joint Trade were to be paid out of the United Company's

stock; each Company, forthwith were to bring home their

separate estates and make dividends to their respective

proprietors after which neither Company was to send out

ships, bullion, or goods on their separate account.

A Court of twenty-four managers was appointed, twelve

to be chosen from each Company for carrying on the trade

and to act according to such rules as might be settled by

the general courts of both Companies empowered to make by-la1

for the United Trade; each C mpany was to furnish an equal
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____ "firth
--u

part of the stock for the United Trade and to export one I

tenth of their cargoes in goods of the growth or manufacture ‘ l

of England, but no transaction 0n the Jointtrade was to be

adopted without the consent of both Companies, the general ‘ DJ

Courts of which and the Court of Managers were to have the

sole government of all their forts, factories, etc. in _

India and to aproint Governors and officers with powers to

build forts, etc. and raise, train and muster a military

  

force for defense of the same and with authority to coin

foreign money in India.

,The London Company was to convey with the Queen's li

cense the islands of Bombay and ST. Helena to the English

Company and resign their Charters to the Queen in two months

after the expiration of the seven gears and thenceforward

the Charter of the English Company (1698) we: to be considered in

tha; of both and the two East India Companies were to take

the name in the future of "The United Comyany of Merchants

of England Trading to the East Indies." Their affairs were

to be conducted by their own Directors agreeably to the

Charter of 1 69‘8-1

This Deed was followed on the same day by what was term

ed a Quinque_ Partitie Indenture of Conveyance of the Dead

Stock of the two East India COMI8H183. This Indenture was

made between the London Comnany of the First Part; the

English Company of the Second Part; Sir Jeremy sanbrooke,

Trustee of the London Company's Free-hold Warehouses in

 

l. Indenture Triyartite between the Queen and the two Com- '

panics, dated July 22, 1702.(Printed collection of charter.

p 243.)
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Great St. Helena, London of the Third Part; Sir Thomas b ‘

Davall and others Trustees of the London Company's Lease

hold Warehouses in Great St. Helens of the Fourth Part; and $3

Sir_Jemes Bateman and others Trustees for the English I

Company of the Fifth Part . The object of the Deed was to

ascertain the Dead stock of each Company, that it might

pass to the United Company at the termination of seven years

in the manner specified in the Indenture Tripartite above

  

recited . By this Deed the London Comyany agreed to trans

fer the Charters by Which they held the islands of Bombay

and St. Helena to the English Comreny for L200,000 credit

in the United Trade, and the sum of £130,000 paid to them

in money, and also their rights to all their several forts

and factories within the limits of their Charter in the East

Indies;1 and the English Company on the other hand were to

be allowed £70,000 for their Dead Stock, consisting of various

forts and factories. It use also mutually covenanted that

both Companies should enjoy the respective profits and pay

the respective charges of all their settlements to the date

of this Deed, July 22, 1702.2

As soon as these measures were decided upon, they were _'

at once communicated by the Directors of both Companies to

their servants in India. But it was not so easy for these

men to deaprt at once from an opposition of interests which

 

l.For the list of possessions thus handed over, see Bruce,

p 490.

2. Indenture Quinque Partite or The Conveyance of the Deed

Stock of the two East India Companies dated July 22, 1702 !

(Printed collection of Charters, p 316)

Macpherson, p 721-3. ' .‘L
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h i wrought itself up into animosity and in some instances -;

to revenge, though they were enjoined to lay aside all

opposition and to forward the reciprocal views of the two

Companies for lowering the prices of Indian commodities and

disposing without rivalry of the European goods remaining

in the warehouses. The manner in which this news was

received and acted upon at each of the three presidencies

of Surat, the Coast and Bengal, was as follows: £;,//’

  

In Surat Sir Nicholas Waite intimated the event in a

formal manner‘to Sir John GuYB? and he with equal formality,

notified it to the Consul, each professing readiness to

adopt measures for mutval interest in obedience to orders

but neither reposing confidence in the professions of the

other. When the new Court of Managers chosen by the two

Comlanies took the general administration into their hands,

they reapyointed Sir John Sayer to he General and Governor

of Bombay, Hr. Burniston to be Deputy-Governor and Sir

Nicholas Waite to be President of Surat; for as yet they were

uninformed whether Sir John Gayer had been liberated from

the confinement in which the Governor of Surat had ylaced

2

him. It was ordered however that as soon as might be prac

,.

ticable he should remove to the seat of government at

Bombay and avoid all explanations with the Governor of Surat

till he should be in a situation when he could act inde

Iendently; in the meantime, to prevent the recurrence of

hostilities the consular powers of Sir Nicholas Waite were

 

\

2. Bruce, p 531. !

}. Correspondence r tween Sir John Gayer and Sir Nicholas

aite, Dec. 5, 7, I702. gr
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revoked. It was also ordered that subsequently to July 22,

1702, all charges were to be defrayed by the United Stock

and that all v.carc.es were to be filled from the covenanted

servants of the two Companies, conformably to their re

spective ranks. Superhumeraries had permission either to

return to England or to reamin as Free Verchants in India.

Further an exact account was to be taken of the sums Which

had been extorted from the London Company for piracies,

but if the Firmans had not been obtained by Cir Nicholas

Waite all negotiations respecting them was to terminate.

At Surat long habit of opposition between qir John

Gayer and "1r Nicholas Waite continued to affect their

conduct,1 The incident of Sir John Gayer having received

the earliest notice of the completion of the Union excited

conside"able Jealousy in Sir Nicholas Waite. Gayer intimated

to the Court that he should immediately enter upon the duty

of opening the new books from July 22, 1702, and that he had

required Waite to be present when the inventories of the

Dead Stock of the London Company were taken. This invita

tion was refused, the reason being given that Sir John Gayer

by notifying the Union to the Governor of Surat ( the Fir

mans not yet having been obtained) had brought on a misun

derstanding which might be prejudicial to the English Com

pany's affairs, and that Waite could not take any share in

making up the inventories of the London Company's Dead
 

1. Bruce, p 542.

Letters from Cir Nicholas Waite and Council to the Court

of Managers of the English Company May 2;, 25, June 19,

Sept. 20, Nov. 14,30,1705. Letters from Sir John Cayer

aad Council at Surat to the Court of the London Co. Dec.

1,1703.
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Stock, as their books had not regularly been balanced.

On one point only the Presidents agreed, namely, that force

was the only means that could be used to stop the oppression:

of the Mughal Government/. Later in the season these

opinions were confirmed by the renewal of the Uughal's op

pressions with increased vigor, all the Europeans being

imprisoned and new security bonds extorted from them for the

sum or six lakhs of PUIGQS for paynext of damages done by

pirates who had captured one of the Mocha ships off

Swally Bar . Sir Nicholas Wiite to ward off the blow from

the English Factory equiped One of their yatchs and at the

Governor's desire, despatched her on a cruise in search of

the pirates. But this did not induce the Governor to re

lease the agents of the London Comyany from their houses.

Under these circumstances trade was at a standstill.1

During all this time the general and council of the old

factory were suffering a long and tedious confinement]2

They were not Permitted to pass the gates of their own build

ings and could only receive a daily allowance of provisions.

moreover an order had come from the Court that unless Gayer

was liberated in three months after its arrival in India,

Waite should act for him as Governor-General. In these cir

cumstances, Sir Nicholas Waite not only refused to be respon

sible for the security bonds of the London Company but gave

the Governor of Surat to understand that Sir John Gayer

1.Letter from Sir John Gnyer and Council at Surat to the

Court of the London Co. Dec.l,1705. Letters from Sir Nicholas

Waite and Council to the Court of Managers and to the Eng.

00. May 24, 25, June 19, Seyt.2, Nov. 14, 30, 1705.

2. Anderson, p 167-8.
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made General

end he himself in his stead; and that if ‘he Governor

wished to recover money for damages done by pirates he

would better place a strong guard over the Factory.1

Subporting these re1re<entations by a bribe of 27,000

rupees he contrived that the three months srecified by the

Court should elapse and he himself be installed as General.

Burniston and Harland the new Commodore in Vain remon

strated with hit for this ungenerous c 1duot and declared

to the Governor that he was acting in opposition to di

rections received from home. Waite emsused himself by de

claring that Gager owed his calamities to his own YLSh

ness and that if , instead of precipitately making knoww

the Fnion of the two Companies he had concealed it for a

‘time, their separate interests would have been adjusted

and he himself set at liberty. But it is certain that

air Nicholas Waite paid no attention to positive orders from

the Court of Managers to use every effort to procure Sir

John Gayer's release. Yeanwhile Waite as neneral had

gone to Bombay with his council . Naturally the trade suf

fered heavily from this mutual oppositiom1nd the situation

was further complicated by individual disputes between the

 

l. The primary authorities for the above facts are, Letters

from Sir John Gayer and Council at Surat to the court of

Managers and to the court of the Lordon Company May 29,

Oct. 15, Nov. 30, 1704, Jan. 24, L705. Letters from Sir

Nicholas White and Co ncil at Surat and subsequently at Bom

bay to the Court of Managers and the Court or the English

Company, April 18, Uhy 31, June 23, July 28, Nov. 30, Dec.

30, 1704 , Jan. 25, Feb . l, 24, March 5, 16, 51,April 5,

1705. Letters from Mr. Burniston , DeputyQGovernor of Bom~

bay and Commodore Harland to the Governor of Surat June 23,
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Fiotors of both 00mpanies as well as by the confused state

of the Mughal Empire owing to the declining years of

Aurangzeb. At this critical time, however, in 1606-7

the United Council was made up consisting of 1 Mr. Bendall,

President, Mr. Proby, Second, Mr. Iyche, Third, and Mr.

Boone, Fourth, i.e., two of the London Company's servants to

be first and third and two of the English C ompany's to be

second and fourth. These nominations, however, Sir Nicho

las Waite disapproved 0!, though Sir John Gayer - still in

confinement agreed to employ for the united trade all the

civil servants of the London Company whom he could spare.

The opposition of Sir Nicholas Waite to Sir John Gayer

continued up till 1708, when the two Companies were formally

united under the I'Mvard of Jodolphin' and Sir Nicholas

Waite was dismissed from the service. Waite was unfortunate

enough to offend every man with whom he came in contact,

though his intense zeal for his masters may be in acne sense

an excuse for his rather arbitrary measures.

On the Coast of the Coromandel the Court of Directors

or the London Company wzgting to their President concerning

the Act of Union stated that the Court of Managers unani

 

1.Bruce, p 620.

Letters from Sir John Gayer and Council at Surat to the

Court of Managers and of the London Company April 25, Nov .

12, 1706, Feb. 7, 15, March 1, 1707. Letters from Mr. Prooy

and Mr. Bonnel to the United Council at Surat and to the

Court of Managers, Sept. 15, 1706, Jan. 20, Feb. 14,20,

1707. Letters from Sir Nicholas Waite and Council at BOmhay

to the Court of Managers and of the English Company May 9,

Oct.15, Dec.24, 1706, Jan.23, March 17, 1707.

3. Bruce, p 505.

Letters tron. Pea. Thomas Pitt and Common at Ft. St,

George to the Pres. and Council at Surat Sept. 4, 1702,

Letters from the Governor and Council at Ft. St. David to
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mously appointed Mr. Thomas Pitt to be Governor of Fort

St. George and Mr. John Pitt to be Governor of Fort St.

David with an independent power in civil and military af

fairs and eventually to succeed to the government of Fort

St. George, but to be subordinate to President Pitt and

his Council in all matters regarding trade and investments.

The first news oi'the Union arrived at Madras from some

of the crew of the English Company's ship "Norris". On this

occasion President Pitt wrote to the Court of Directors

of the English 00mpany as follows ' My gratitude as an

Englishman obliges me to pay all respect to the blessed

memory of King William and to remember that great saying

of his to the French kings Pleniopotentiary at Ryswick,

upon concluding the peace, ' 'twas my fate and nott my

choice that made mee your enemy '; and since you and my

masters are united itt shall be my utmost endeavor to

purchase your good opinion and deserve you friendship."

The event of the death of Consul Pitt 1 which took place at

Deverampant on May 8,1503, by again rendering Fort St.

David a dependency of Fort St. George, facilitated the

measures taken for adjusting the separate concerns of both

Companies on the Coast of the Coromandel.

A different state of things prevailed in Bengal.

There was a difference of rpinion among the Conn; of Managers

as to the best means of adjusting affairs there. It was

finally decided to defer the appointment of a President for

 

1. Bruce, p 544-5.

2. lbid, 500-1. Letters from the Court of Directors to the

President and Council in Bengal Aug.4,l702,?cb.26,1703.
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one year, and to order the business or the united trade

to be carried on by a committee composed of the four senior

members of the councils of both Companies, of which the

first member of each (Hr. Halsey and Mr. "edgea-) was to

be alternately weekly President, but that all due respect

was to be paid to Mr. Beard and Sir Edward Littleton

(no longer vested with consular authority) who were during

this year to direct their attention to wind up the separate

affairs of JaCh Company. The residence of the Ocuncil of

both Companies was to be in future at Calcutta. When the

information of the Act of Union was received in Bengal 1

"a complimentary intercourse only" took place between Sir

Edward Littleton and Mr. Beard, The United Council had

first of all however to meet the extortions of the Poujdar

of Hugli who refused to allow the transit of the Company's

goods. Bribes only incited him to further demands and it

was not until President Beard stopped all the Mughal's

ships going to Surat and Psrsia for nine days that the fear

of offending the Emperor induced the Foujdar to allow the

Comyany's goods to pass from Hugli to Calcutta. The affairs

in Bengal as might have been expected were complicated both

from the difficult; of winding up the accounts for the three

separate interests of the London, the English and the United

Stocks, from the objection of the native p(wers to transfer

to the United Company the privileges the London Company

enjoyed and from the objections of the London and United Com

panies to incur the risks for payments to which the English

 

17 Bruce, p 567.



 

'
I

2
&
1
.

-.
.

{
E
1

..
a
}
.
.
-

.
.
2

.

  



126 ‘\

u

Company were subje cted from not having a Firman. Moreover,

the arrangement of alternate weekly presidents was openly

ridiculed as absurd. The books of both Comyanies were in l

a very bad state which further compliceted matters and J

difficulties at once occurred respecting the rank which

each member of the new Council was to hold a; some of those

nominated by the London Company were dead. The modera

tion of the English Company’s servants, however, induced

  

them to cede the rank to the servants of the London Company

to prevent ' any disputes occurring at the commencement of

the United Trade. This left Mr. Beard and Sir Edward Lit¢

tleton free to discharge the duties that had been assigned

to them.

At the close of the year 1703, the servants of the

English Company and their effects were placed in security

at Calcutta and in Fort William and all the Dead Stock of

both Companies put under the administration of the United

Council.2 However, the affairs of both Qumranies were still

somewhat involvedand the servants of both Companies com

plained of the conduct of Sir Edward Littleton whose tran

sactions had been very irregular if not unscrupulous and

whose acco nts were in a very bad shape. The C)uncil, hOIB

ever acted in perfect accord - probably owing to the ex

 

1. Bruce, p 506. Letters from the pres. and Council at

Ft. William to the Court Aug, 15, Dec. 12, 15, 24, 1702.

Jan, 6,Feb.ll,l7,1705.

8. Bruce, p 548. K

3. Ibid, p 577. Also, Letters from the Pres. and council and ‘

the United Council at Calcutta to the Court of the London ‘ ‘

Co. and the Court of Managers, Nov. 18, Dec. 15, 1703, Jan.20,

1704. Letters frOm the President and Council and from the

United Council to the Court of the English Co. and the Court

890- 11' Jan. 10' 14, i I
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clusion or both Mr. Beard and Sir Edward Littleton . The

order} of the Court of the English 00mpany for the dismis.

sal of Sir Edward Littleton from the office of President

of Bengal was received in 1705; and President Beard having

gone to Madras whence accounts were received of his death,

the same unanimity prevailed in the United Council as in the

preceding year. This enabled them at once to take measures

for the winding up of the separate concerns of thegtwo Com

panics.

 

1. Bruce, p 604.

Also, Letters from the United Council in pengal to the

Court of Managers, Nov. 30, 1705, Jan. 17, Feb. 15, 1706.

Batters from the separate council of the English Company

to the Court of Directors Dec. 5, 28, 1705,

it, , vi", ' ‘v i\
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CHAPTER V111.

GODQLPHIN'S AWARD AND THE ABSORPTION OF THE ENGLISH EAST

INDIA COMPANY AFTER A LIFE OF TEN YEARS.

By the terms of the Act of Union of 1702, it was

1

deciled that the trade to India should be carried on for

seven years in the name of the English Company, on the two

united stocks. In 1707-8 accordingly a new adjustment of

the trade was made. The public resources required at this

time to maintain a general war in Europe required a call'

for aid from every Corporation and among others fronlthe

East India Company. The Ear of Godolphin at this time

Lord High Treasurer of Great Britain, and Chief Minister

of Finance, required of the East India Company a loan to

2

the public of £1,200,000. An Act 6 Queen Anne Cap. 17,

was accordingly passed, ostensibly for raising the sum;

but from its provisions it comprehended and settled by an

appeal to the Award of the Earl of Godolzhin, all those

Jarring interests which had hitherto divided the two Gom

panics.

3

The preamble of this Act recited

Act 9 Iilliam 111, Cap.44, or "an Act for usising a sum not

to exceed 53,000,000 upon a fund for payment of annuities

after the rate of 8 fl per annum and for settling the trade

to the East Indies."

 

1.

2.

3.

Bruce, p 635/.

Ibid, p 637_

lbld, p 637-9.

1

the substance of the
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It also recited the Charters or Letters Patent dated

the 3d and 5th of September 10 Williamlll (1698) for estab

lishing the "General Society" and the'English East India

Company". It firther recited the Act 11 William 111 (1699)

enacting that the London Company should remain a Body

Corporate and Politic , till the redemption of the fund

granted ty the preceding Act; and also the Indenture Tri

partite dated July 22, 1702, between the Queen and the

L(1don and English Companies, and then provided that

the English (Unite? company) in behalf of themselves and

the London Company, united by the said indenture Tripartite

or Deed of Union, should advance to the Queen the sum of

11,200,000 his loan for carr;ing on the war, without any

additional interest; that to enable the said Company to

raise this sum, they were empowered by this act to borrow

1 1,500,000 on securities under the Common Seal of the

English Company(then in the hands of the Managers of the

United Trade) on account of the United Stock; and to call

in money from their respective proprietors for the lurpose

of repaying the said borrowed money or the interest thereof;

that the sum of L1,200,000 so advanced should be deemed

additional stock of the said Company and exempted from all

taxes; that for the encouragement of the English(United

Company) to continue their trade, it was enacted by this

Act that the proviso in the Act 9 William 111 Cap. 44,

"that the English 00mpany should cease and determine on

three years notice after the 29th of September, 1711, and

on repayment of their capital stock of 82,000000 ' should
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be repealed; and that the English (United) Company should

under this Act continue to be a Body Politic and Corporate

till March 25, 1726 and then should cease and determine

on three years notice and the repayment of their capital

stock of £3,200,000 ; that the separate stock of the

General Society, amounting to 57,200,000 should by this Act

be confirmed, with all its privileges of trade; but that

it should be lawful for the English (United ) Company On

giving three years notic' of their intention after Septenh

ber 29, 1711 to pay off said Separate Stock which should,

after that period, be incorporated in the stock of the

English (United ) Company; and in order to conplete the

Union between the London and the English Companies, it was

enacted that all matters still in difference between them,

should by the desire of both Companies be submitted to the

Award of Sidney, Earlof Godolphin, Lord High Treasurer of

Great Britiain; such award under his lordship's hand and

seal to be binding and conclusive on both Companies and to

be completed on or before September 29, 1708 after which

the London Company were to surrender their Charters and the

English Company assume the name of the "United Company of

Merchants of England Trading to the East Indies;' and the

persons who at the time of the said surrender, might be

Managers of the United Trade were to be the Dirctors of

the United 00mP8n7., till the next election Accordingly

the award of Sidney, Earl of Godolyhin, Lord High Treasurer

of Great Britain , dated September 29, 1708 was introduced
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with a recapitualtion of the powers with which his Lordship

was vested by the Act (6 Queen Anne Cap.l7) by which he was

appointed Arbiter in all matters between the London and

English Companies and tne United Comlany and that his

Award should be final and decisive.1

Having heard all the parties by Counsel on their re

spective rights, he decided as follows: 4rthatgall debts

or money due the London Ccmyany, in India, China, Persia,

St. Helena, etc, and also all debts due the English Company

in India, China, etc_ and the separate goods, wares and mer

chandise of both Companies, loaded on ships in India and

which might not arrive in the river Thames before September

1, 1708 should become the stock or property of the United

Com any; that the London Company should transfer to the Queen

by Indenture, under their Common Seal all their foreign

debts before October 51, 1708 to the intent that the Queen

might regrant the same within ten days after that date to

the United Company; that after such regrant or transfer

by the Queen the United Company should be liable to pay the

separate debts both of the London and English Companies

in India, that is, in all countries within the limits of

their Chartersl

The Award found that the estate and effects of the

London Comiany would not be sufficient to pay their foreign

 

1. Russel's India Acts 6 Queen Anne Cap.l7, p 46.

Macpherson, vol. 111, l to 13.

Note. By the Act 10 Queen Anne, Cep.28, the corporate ca

pacity of the United Company, is confirmed as perpetual,

as by this Act, it is expressly stated that only the annuity

or yearly fund of-L160,000 should on 5 yrs. notice after

March 25, 1735 and on repayment of the laons of £3,200,000
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debts, to which debts the United Conwany would become li

able from the date of this Award; and therefore decreed

that the London Comyany should pay by installments to the

United Company the sum of L 96, 615 , 48 9d. The Award

further found that the estate and the effects of the Eng

lish Comyany in India would exceed their separate debts

and therefore decreed that the United Company should pay

the sum of £66,005 4s 2d to the Directors of the English

Comrany for the se of their respective members; But that

the debt due by Sir Edward Littleton in Bengal amounting

to 80, 437 rupees 8 annas was still to remain to the Eng

lish Company on their additional stock and not to be

added to the United Stock as a debt in the East Indies.1

The Award then found that the London Company was ind bted

to a large amount in Great Britain and therefore empowered

them to call on their Proprietors to raise Ll00,000 before

December 1, 1708 and £100,000 before February 1,1709 and

such further sums before Harsh, 1709 as would be sufficient

to clear off_all their home debts. Further to equalize the

stock of the two Comyanies, that when the London Company

should have raised £100,000 the United Company should repay

to them one third of the said money, or additional stock

advanced by them at the Union for carrying on the United

Trade; and when they should have raised the second £100,000

 

cease and determine; but not "the Corporations erected in

pursuance of former Acts or the benefits of trade granted by

them or by any Charters made in pursuance thereof '

1. Bruce, p 667-679.
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another one third of the said additional stock sh(uld in

like manner be repaid; and when they should have raised a

sum sufficient to defray all their debts in Great Britain,

the remainder of the said additional stock should be re

paid with the excegtion of £70,000 which was to be reserved

as a security that the London Company would surrender all

their Charters to the Queen on or before yarch 25, 1709,

which sum on their failing to make such surrender should

be forfeited to the United Comyany, excluding, however,

all such member: of it, as might have been former members

of the London Comlan;; but in the event of such surrender

being made on or before that day this sum of £70,000 was to

as vested in Trustees who were authorized to pay any

remaining debts of the Lendon Company that might at that

date be left unyaid; and should any surplus remain, such

surplus was to b‘ distributed among the members of the

London Company,

The Award further decided, that the London Company,

if {hey should think fit, before the day specified for the

surrender of their Charters, might assign to the Qaeen

such debts owed to them in Great Britain as they might not

be able to get in before that date, to the end that the same

might afterWards be regranted to Trustees for their benefit;

and lastly, it decided that the London Company should

transfer before March 19, 1709 to their separate members,

all such stock in proportion to their respective shares,

as the said London Company might have in the stock of the

United Company, and tha the members having a right to it
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should be admitted to all the privileges of the United 00m»

  

pany. This Award proceeding on the authority of the Act Z

of Parliament was to be confirmed in all its parts by a

decree of the High Court of Chancery,1 The following ,i

interesting authenticated document signed by the company‘s

aeneral Aceonptnnt and his Deputy dated September 29,

1698 will afford the best illustration of the preceding

Award.

"The Governor and Comrany of Merchants of London tra

  

ding to the East Indies , their Account Current.

Dr. L s. d.

To money at int. owing to sundry

OH Sealoiloeeegee IJII' 9" 3

To six months interest thereon due

day’lliiil O I U I It'lIOIOI I O I I ll.... 9- 1

To int. for several bonds that may

have 12 or 18 months due...............5,000 0 0

l

J
1
I'

4

1

i

1

To int. on bonds owing more than

the 70 % rill ray from this day

to the first of March next... . . . . .....-.6,4v5 - 16 - 7

To alms house at Poplar owing to them...,,2,700 - O - 0

To customs and to freight and to several 1‘4

per:ons for goods sold in private trade..9,72€ lO 9

To customs and freight due to the United

ooeenneleeases-s....eele.e¢..l6'312 "' f) "3

To money owing several for interest on

their stock not dBMandGd ........,._,,,.6,918 18 5

To a moiety of Factors' salaries pny- ' !

able here and money )Lid into the -

Company's cash in India-to be repaid

hereOlilIIIeIOeoesoluOIOOeeoecoeovUne.25,000 O O

 

1. Lord Godolphin's Award dated September 29, 1708 (printed

collection of Charters, p 345.) ' '
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L s. d.

10,000-0 0

To charges from thin day to Harsh 25

To balance of the Indian Accompt as

by the Lord Treasurer's Award............99,615 -4 9

To difference on £28,000 stock.in contra
with the {resent market price 85 fr . . . . . ,. 6,429 -5 - 5

To difference on the L11,000 103 in con

tra....l...'.'"OII...I..O0.00IOOI.OUI.iillfis 10 o

L 1,249,807 -7 -6

Cr. 5 s d

By 701% on the L9F8,500 due from the

United Company...........,......, . . . . , , ,_691,950- 0 0

By interest thereon due this d8¥..,..--....-200758 -10 0

By six mon‘hs interest on the fund due at

ChriStmns'llllI-oeuoueooolcooon 0059,540 0 0

Br the 8 and 13 quarterly payments on £315,000
9

SUbscribed t0 the fund...-..,..-......Q.....12,600 - 0— o

By a moiety of 5 fl paid by the separate

traders 0f the United Companyelnul u a n n n n ane08,528 ’15- 8

By disbursements for the United Company.....l7,000 0 0

By £28,000 stock in the names of Charles

Du B015 and T.W. in trust and interest

thfirGOn till the first or M8”Ch next...-..30,229- 3- 5

By L1,100 103 stock in the name of Robert

BlQCkbODB in trust 00000000..,.....,..,...l’100 -10- 0

By anode remaining in the warehouses........l,100 -O -0

By England..-.-.-.---....--...3,OOO" 0- o

By cash remaining this day..................24,504 -19- 4

B 850,011- 18-5

By balance 599,795- 9- 1

$1,249,807 -7 -6

London Sept. 29, 1708

(signed) Sam. Waters aooot. Generall

J. Fletcher, Deputy.
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On the basis of this Award and the accounts subjoined to it,

the Court of Committees of the London Company and the Di

rectors of the English ComLany closed their separate concern!

with the f0110win5 circular letter to all their presiden

cies , settlements and factories in India.

"To all and every person whatsoever that have been em

ployed in the ae"vice of the Governor and Company of merchants

of London trading to the East Indies, at Fort St/. George

and elsewhere on the Coromnndel Coast, etc. (Bombay, Surat,

Fort William, etc. etc. )

Sire:

'This serves to inform you, that in the Act of

Parliament passed last session, for making a further loan

of £1,200,000 to the Government which Act went to all parts

of India by the last shipping, there was a clause empowering

the most Honorable Fidney, Earl of Godolphin, Lord High

Treasurer- of Great Britain, to settle by his Lordship's

Award the terms of a perfect , speedy and conplete Union

between the two Comranies; In pursuance of which his Lord

ship has made and published his Award, and thereby directed

that Ill the effects of the old and new Companies in all

plac~awhatsover within the limits of their Charter or

elsewhere that were not imported into England by the first

of September last, should be made over and vested in the

United Company: and that the old Company should assign unto

HefiMaJesty by Indenture under their Common Seal, to be en

rolled in chancery all moneys owing or answerable to them



 

|
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beyond the seas, to the end Her Majesty may be pleased to

grant the same to the United Company, which has been ac

cordingly complied with; and the new Company are likewise

directed that all debts owing thexnon account of their shares

shall be vested in them for the benefit of the United

Company which will be taken care of in like manner; and the

United Conpany are to pay all such debts in the East Indies,

as shall appear to be Justly due from either Company, so

that from September 29 last the date of the said Award,

neither the old or the new Company on their separate ac

counts have anything farther to do or to be at any farther

charge in the East Indies, Persia, China, St . Helena, or

elsewhere beyond the seas on any account whatsoever, as we

on our parts now do by these presents, write to you and

all other our settlements; and so the new (old) Company

do and will on theirs, inform in like manner all their

servants employed on their separate affairs; being the

result of the Award as to what concerns India, we hereby

direct that you on receipt here of or as soon after as the

first conveiency will allow you do give in an account of

all debts and demands whatsoever owing or due us or upon

our account and make the same over to the United Councill

for the account of the United Trade; and that you do also

edeliver to the said Council all our books of accounts as

well the general books as those kept by any inferiors whether

the warehouse keepers, warehouses, store-keepers, paymasters,

mint-masters, charges generall or any other other books which

contain any account of disbursements, receipts or payments
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or payments of our money 0r goods of what nature soever,

and also all coisultation books registers of letters received

or sent, and all oriuinall Phirmeunds, or other grants from

the country princes or governours, and copies thereof it

you have any, and all other books ,Papers and writings what

soever, any way belonging to us, to the end recourse may be

hid thereto by the United Councills on all future occasions;

and that all the goods and effects whatsoever of ours

be delivered to the said Councill for the benefit or the

United Company and do you draw out a list of the said per

ticulars so delivered unto the united council and acquaint

them that it is desired they will give a receipt fer the

same according to the list, and send three of the same

tenonr by the sniping to the United Company, entering also

the same into their consultation book at the time when they

gave the said receipt.

Send likewise a list of all that is .....to or from us

within your presidency.

We are your loving friends,

Signed by the Committees and Directors of the London

and English Companies.

East India House, Jan. 28, 1708-9.

The subsequent proceedings required to fulfill the

stipulations in Lord Godolphin's Award occurred in the lat

ter part of this and the subseq ent years and were as fOLlows

1

One of the rrovisions in Lord Godolphin's Award was,
 

1. Deed of assignment from the London Company to Queen Anne

of the debts due them in Great Britain, Mach 21, 1709.

(USS in Indian Register Office)
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139 I \ a

that the London Company should by assignment to the Quuen .

make over to her Majesty all debts due them in Great

Britain, that her Majeaty might reassign the same to Trustees

for her benefit. This assignment was made by the London

Company to the Queen on March 21, 1709 by a Deed under their

Common Seal. 1

A second condition in Lord Godolphin's Award was,

that the London Company should under a penalty of 570000

  

surrender to the Queen all their Charters, rights and ca

pacities as a body politic and corporate as "the u>vernor

and Company of ywrchants of Lond)n trading to the East

Indies by virtue of any Charters , Acts of parliarent, or

Letters PatentI which surrender was accOrdingly made on

March 22, 1709 by Deed under their Common Seal enrolled in

Chancery and accpeted by her Majesty by Letters Patent dated

nay v , 1709.

This Dead is illustrated by' the £0110Wing statement

and explanatory note of the debts and credits of the London

Company made up to the day on which they surrendered their

Charters to her Majesty and ceased to be a Body Politic and

Corporate, '

The Governor and Company of Mo~chants of LOndon trading

to the East Indies, their Accompt Current.

 

l. Deed of surrender of the London Company to Queen Anne

of all their Charters and Corporate capacities dated March

22, 170( ~ Letters Patent accepting the Charters of the

London Company dated May 7, 1709 ( printed collection of

Charters, p 355
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Dr. L a d

To money at interest to sundry owing on the

Company's seal,.000000000000000.00.0000o-'9.730 15- 1°

To interest on the above sum..,.,,,,,,,,,,,,3, 209 4 - 1

To fruignt nna several personsfor goods

sold in private trade.............,,......3,445 — 9 - 1

To money owing several on the sfiock not

yet dQMHUGQd..-...-.......,,.,,, 5,559 -17- 8

To a moiet' of Factors' salaries payable here

and money paid into the Company's cash in

India to be repaid here....,.....,..,,,,,__27,102 - 11 - 6

To Do. f0r what due to several persons for

salary till Sept. 1708 not before accounted

fOI‘.......,,

....""...""'Oenno ~ | s n . s s s .

To Bills of exchange and charges not at

demalldedfiiilqonoouncoouuno n o s I n Q ... . s Q Q Q s .. 7 -2

L 130,056- 5.4

Memorandum

That of the above article of

Factors' salaries L 5582 153 6d is

reckoned doubtful being of a long stand

ing of which sum LSOOO is for salaries to

several persons that were at Bombay betweeo

the years 1686 and the time of the war,

the Company not having any books from

thence for that films do believe they received

their whole a lary at Such a perilous season.

Cr. L s d

To the romainder of 70}1 due from

cr‘mpaRYIIOIOOUOOQQOOOOQOtiooin o -0

To 1- zevooo stock valued at as 71 ......,..2:s, oo -o - )

By good debts in England.........,._......,,_,7J6 11 6
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L; 8 d l ‘

i i I

By monerdue 0n 257;---...................“23.116 0 0 » ; 1

. \

By cash remaining this day.........,........5,470 13 9 ‘ ,,* i

L 123,115 - 5 - 1

By b lance ‘5943-0 5
 

£130,056 -5 - 4

A third provision in the Award of Lord Godilphin was

that the London Comfany should before October 51, 1708

  

transfer and aswign to the Queen all their foreign debts

to the intent that the same should be regranted to the

United Company; and the London 00mpany having by Indenture

dated October 27, 1708 made such assignments , fhe Qreen

by Letters Patent dated April 22, 1709 signified her so

ceptance of this assignment and transferred and assigned to

the United Company of Merchants of England Trading to the

East I"dies all the debts or sums of money owing to the

London Company on their separate account in the East Indies

and granted them pfwers to sue for and recover them by

exchequer process, In consequence of these Deeds when the

whole of the debts due hnby and to the London 00mpany in

Great Britain were adjusted to the time of the surrender of

their Charters the Queen by Letters Patent dated August 15

l”1o reassigned to Cir Jonathan Andrews and other Trustees,

any such debts that might be subseqwently recovered on

their account to be divided among the former members of

the London Company in proportion to their respective shares

or interests . Thus ended the English East India Company ' ‘

1. Letters Patent assigning to the United Company all foreign

debtsldue‘to‘the'London“Company,‘Aprilfifi22}1709- JA— ‘4'J
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after a brief life of ten years and also the London East

1

India Company after a longer and more famous life.

 

1. Letters patent reassicning to Sir Jonathan Andrews and

others in tru:t any debts in Great Britain due to the

London Company dated Aug. 15, 1710. (Prined collection

of Charters, Alpendix, p 10)
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APPENDIX

1

Beard , John Jr. was the son of John Beard, a

keeper of the East India Comreny's Surat Warehouse in

London. He was nominated n Writer on October 5, 1681 and

apparently accOmpnnied his father to India on board the

:Qffgnce! On his father's death the court recommended the

Hu;ii Council to aploint him to one of the Councils in

Bengal. He appears as one of the Bengal Council at the

time of their expulsion and sojourn at Madras, 1689-90;

and after their return signs as one of the Council at

Chataneti . On the first return home of qr. Eyre in 1699

Mr. Beard succeeded to the a;ency of Bengal and at this

time he had to deal with the troulbles cwused by Sir

Edward Littleton's arrival and high rretensions us pres

ident of the Yew Comyany and Consul for the English nation,

in which Mr. Eenrqbcted "with much spirit and propriety.‘

Eyre having been knighted was re-commissioned by the COurt

with the dignity of President in Bengal but gave up the trust

and Mr. Beard succeeded very speedily to the old Com

pany's Presidency. After the Union of the two Companies

Vr. Eeerd assisted in settling up the affairs 1! the London

Company though he considered the "rotary government" most

absurd. ffihis business finished he left for Madras on

account of his health_ where he arrived Feb. 2, 1705 .

Later in the year President Pitt in a letter to Cir George

Matthews dated at Fort St. neorge sept. 5, 1705 said:

 

l. Hedges. Vol. 11. n 01v.
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'P.S. Mr, Beards came hither with his ffamily on the

"Chambers'l ffriggtt and died the 7th of July last.“ ' 1 \

1

Gayer.Sir John was the son of Humphrey Gayor mer- w

chant of Plymouth, Devonshire. At an early age he entered ‘ i

the service of the East India ComPLny and rose to be a

see-captain. On being appointed by the owners commander

of the ship "Society"he was admitted into the freedom of

the Company on April 7, 1682. On June 5, 1695, he was

  

chosen Governor of the port and island of Bombay. In

1695 when Sir John Goldsborough was aP1ointed "General

and Commander-in-chief, etc." Gayer (who had been knighted

March 18, ) was aflointed on April 10 " our Lieutenant

General Governour of Bombay and Directoire -in~chief of all

our affaires &“d ffactoryes... next under Fir John Golds

borough " whom he was to succeed in case of death. He

went out in December, 1695 as governor of Bombay and General

reaching the Indian coast at Calcutta March 5, 1694 .

Gayer's prolonged tenure of office was much troubled with ‘

the"interlopers"and the growth of the new Company. Con- i

stant disputes arose with fir Nicholas Waite , the English ]

’Conpany's President and Consut and Sir William Norris, the , . l

imbassador, These troubles rose to such a point that Gnyer ;

with his wife and some of his council was arrested and

confined to the Factory at Surat. This confinement with some

temporary suspension endured for years. He was still a

 

prisoner in 1709 when the companies had been amalgamated.

1. Hedges, Vol,ll, P CXXXVII - CLV. !

“in- Nut. 8108!. Vol. 21, p 95. '
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He was certainly released by October 5, 1710 On that day

he made his will in Bombay Castle and died there probably

the following year.

.‘

Littleton. Sir Edward was nominated a Factor of the

East India Company on October 13, 1670 . In 1679 he was

Chief of the Kasimbazar Factory. Here, however, the un

scrupulous dealings with theninterlopers'brought him under

the displeasure of the Court and he was dismissed from

the Company's service. On Cept. 7, 1698, however, he

appears as one of the list of Directors of the new or

English Company. In the follOWing year he proceeded to

Bengal as their President there and as consul under the

grant of King William. Littleton was knighted b fore his

departure Jan. 5, 1699. He arrived at Balasore in July

1699 and immediate-y came in contact with Mr, John Beard,

the London company's agent and later their President at

Calcutta. When the Act of union was decreed Littleton was

ordered to assist Mr. Heard in winding up the concerns of

the two c>mpaniesi but his own business had bani so care

lesslf manaied that both his colleagues at Hugli and the

Directors at home gradually got out of patience with him

and in 1705 the order of the Court of the English company

for the dismissal of sir Edvard Littleton from the office

of President of pengal was received. On Oct. 24, 1707,

he died 'after five days illness of a feaver' leaving no will

Accordingly the Council of the United Trade took his effects

 

1. Hedges, V01, 11, P CCV - CCYXll.
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into their charge according to directions given by the

Court of Managers.

1

Norris.81r william was the second son of Thomas Norris

of Speke Hall . He succeeded his elder brother Thomas

as member for Liverpool in 1695 and held the seat until

1701 being so much esteemed that he was re-slected during

his absence in India but unseated on petition. In 1698

the English East India company obtained an Act of parlia

ment and Letters Patent from the Crown for the purpose of

trading to the East Indies and in order to obtain the nec

essary privileges from the Mughal Emperor Sir William Norris

specially created a baronet for the occasion , was sent

out to India as King's Commissioner in a ship of war at a

salary of L2,000 per annum paid by the Company. Norris'

task was from the first almost hopeless. He landed at

Hasuliyatam on Sept. 25, 1699, from which after spending

eleven months in fruitless quarrels with Consul Pitt and

the officers of the rival company he sailed for Surat on

Aug; 25, 1700 and reached Swally on Dec. 10. were fresh

difficulties arose partly owing to the intemperato conduct

of the English Company's Consul and freoident at Surat, Sir

Nicholas Waite. On Jan. 27, 1701, the Ambassador set out

for Surat on his Journey to the Mughalis camp and arrived at

Pawnel near which the camp was situated on April 4, On

April 28, he was granted an audience to which he went with

a state procession . At first his negotiations seemed to

be successful but owing to the unauthorized interference of
 

1- Die. Nat. 3103. V01. XLl, P 144-6
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Sir Nicholas Waite previously to the Ambassador's arrival,

troubles arose which finally enned in Sir William Norris

aem‘nding his passports and leaving the Mugnal's Camp .

After being detained several times on various pretexts

he finally reached Surat On March 12 . On "ay 12, he sailed

for England in the '?cipio" laying 10,000 rupees for his

passage, When the ship arrived at St. Helena it was ascer

tainee that Norris had been attacxed with aysentery and

ban died at sea.

1

Y1’t.J0hn was one of the Sons of Edwara Pitt of

Stratrleiqsaye. He was a cousin of ThOMQb Pits, the Gov

eruor of "auras. He h"q been in tne 1101a Company's ser

vice at Ft. St. George but had qnittea 1t anu hau become

an 'interioper'. 0n the establishment or the English Com

lany, however, he arrived in India as President of the Eng

lish Com1any on the Coast of the Coromandal and Consul for

the English nation. He made Hasulipatam his residence

and here he immediately came in contact with his kinsmen

Thomas Pitt not altogether to his own advantage. 0n the

arrival of the ambassador Sir William Norris, further

troubles arose and Norris finally left Masulipatam after

fies against Consul Pitt for hindering the
L,

prefering char

progress of his Embassy. After the Act of Union he ceased

his olen opposition to President Pitt but a lairs on the

Coast were much simplified by his death on May 8, 1705.

At Durrumpat "whither he went contrary to all Sense and

 

‘
1. Hedges, V01. 111, D XL-XllX-, L111 t0 LXI and LXXXll.



 

.
J
‘
2
7
P
L
‘
.

.
.

.
.
\
J
a
w
"
:

{
§

 

J
.

.
Y
.

1
H
!

Q
r
.

I
.

1
1
"

'
.

O
i

.
a
.
.
.
»

..

,
.

I
l

.
~..
I
Q
K
J
N
X
:
i
i
i

:
l
l
'
l
‘

.
‘
f
l
'
u
l
N
H
l
q
:
6
.
1
.
1
1
.
N
b
l
‘
g
.

J
.

1
.
I
‘
l
l
.

0
.

w
i
v

.
.

-
I

 

‘
0
1
:
1

'
0
.
.
?
u
!
l
fl
n
\
!
‘
|
.
l
r
“
l
w
w
u
l
.
.
a
\
v
.

 

1
.
.

i
i
.

:
6
!

a
a

.
1
.
.

-

4
7
-

-
-

.
l
1

1
5
:
1
1
.
1
1
.

1
1
.
.

.
.

1
.
1
2
.
1
4
.
»

.
1
4
!

.
é

.
n

2
|
J
\

.
-

.
l

0
\

-
3
.
‘

J
-

.
.

.
.

.
1

.
.
~

o
~

.
U
Q
.

.
\
i
.
l
s
i
|

.
.
.
.
.
-
.
‘
u
.
d

.
k
q
.
-
i
l
r
:

2
X

‘
1
.

-
.

§
§
E
.
i
\

.
h
fi
a
w
.
.
.

‘
k
.
‘
.
.
|
.
~

;
,
.
.

1

.
\

.
\

.
v

.
.

f
1

.
1
'

.
.
.

l
.

.
1

L
I
I
I

.

0
.
0
.

1
.
-
.
?
n
n
v
:

.

 

  

 

 

 

 

u
|
\
|
\

 

 

4

.
1
.
.
.

..\
k

.
..

a
.

6
.
2
3
.
”

1
:
1
}
.
.
.

.
:
J

.
r
.

.

H
.
a
‘

l
.
i

(
‘
1

l
l
'
l
l
'
L
l
l
l
n
{
E
l
l
-
I
T

\
Q

‘
I
Y
‘
L
I
‘
I
.

.

I
I

0
.
4

M
.

L
1

.-
\
.

m
u

.

I
l
l
.

U
.

-
-

.
t
s
.
.
1
!
.
n
v
4
l
i
u
fl
u
§

L
'
z
i
l
I
J
-
Z
u

.

L
u
d
.I
E
I
m
a
y
”
.

.
1

l
l
b
fl
l
l
r ’
1
.
.
“

.
‘
1

.
.
.
r
.
a
l
v
u
l
.
“
fl
fi
h
’
t
b
t
i
o

.

.

.
.
.

I
"
;

.
,
l
4
-

I
f
.
F

I
‘
-
.
"
i
t

.
1
a
.
.
‘

U

¢
|
\
l

l
l

\
-
.

-
I

.
l
‘
l
L
u

v
I
V
-
t
.
.
.
‘

<
,
L
4
\
l
r
)
'
|
v
\

I
‘

-
.

4
-

v

.

W
\
‘
\

.
‘
.

5
‘
“
.

.
.
\
.
\

.

1
|
»
l
l
\
\
(
‘
l
u

 

I
v
a
t

‘
.

.
.
.
0

“
1

 

 

 

'
I

.

,
v
;

.
.
.

.
.
.
\

,

.
‘
r
‘
.

\

a

.
.
~

2
1
‘

I
l

T
.

.
w

‘

.
.

.
.

\
.
.
\
f
h
i
v

\

.
f

..
.

a
.

.
H

.
.

.
I
Q
Q

|
.

.
..

..
.

.
.

,.
v
.

s
5

“
a
;

n
u
u
U
m
n
/
W
fi
fl

4
.

.

“
r
a
d
i
i

.

.

‘
2
2
.
.
.
.

.
.
.
.
r
.
.
~

:
.

»

.
.
w
.
.
l
.
.

.
-

..
v
4
4

.
.
.
I
.
u
.
.
.
_
|
\

.
Q
l
r
fi
v

v
.

I

¢
.
/

,
.
1
1

1
.
1

p

n

I
.

_
\
.
(
.
.

\
&

4
\
|
\

I

Q
.
“

.
.
.

~
w
-
\

.
v

,

4
.
¢

7
v
.

.
.
_

v
.



148

Reason to look for the wreck of the'Norris' .'

1.

rit:.lnonns was the secon son of John Pitt, Rector
 

of Blandford St. Mary. In his youth he was a sea-captain

and even before hehas twent‘-0ne he was engaged in the

East India Trade as an'lnterloper‘being settled at Balla—

eor . The Court of the East India Company recognized

Pi.t's capacity and Nov. 26, 1697 he was appointed Pres

ident of Ft. 8-. Gaorge. Pitt arrived in Madras on July

7, 1698, but a:ercoly had he established himself there

when he was obliged to meet the opposition of the new Eng

lish Company represented by his cousin Thomas Pitt. He

pursued him with the utmost rancor until his death in

1703, denouncing him as crack brained and inexperienced.

When Sir William Norris the new company's envoy to Aurlng

zeb landed at Hasuliyatam he refused to recOJnize him. On

the Union of the two Companies in 1702 Pitt was continued

in the Presidency of the United company at Ft. at. George,

whose settlements he fearlessly defended from native at

tacks. In 1701, Sir William Fraser was appointed a member

of his council and certain disputes arising the court decided

on Jan. 8, 1709, to remove Pitt and reinstate Fraser whom

Pitt had suspended. Accordingly he left Madras on the

"Heathcote' about Oct. 25, with considerable wealth and a

valuable diamond, later the celebrated "Pitt Diamond“ .

Pitt reached England in 1711 and settled there and began to

consolidate his property. He was elected to Parliarent for

 

1. Hedges, Vol, 111, p 1 to CLXVl . Dic. Nat. 3105. Vol.

XLV p 347-9.
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Old Salem . On Aug. 5, 1716, he accepted the government of

Jamaica add vacatedhis Seat . But he never asslmzd office

and he resigned in favor of another. Pitt died at

3wallowfield in Berkshire on Arril 28, 1726 and was

buried at Blandford St. Hary's'

l

Waite. Sir uicholas. was a dismissed servant of the
 

London company, On the establishm nt of the English company

he was made President for Surat and Consul for the Enxlish

N tiOn being knighted for the occasiin. He arrived at

Surat Jan. ll, 1700 on the ship 'Hontavue".Here he immediately

came in contact with the servants of the London comgnny

by his intemrerate proceedings and even caused the imprison

ment of Sir John Oayer the General of the London Compeny at

Bombay . He prevailed upon the Ambassador to come 0

Surat fr0m Masuliratam and make his way thence to the Mo

ghal's camp. But subsequent events caused quarrels between

Norris and Waite who, on the failure of the Embassy, parted

on most unfriendly terms. With the Act of Union came orders

for P cessation of hostilities against the London Company

but Sir Nicholas Waite disobeyed positive orders and suc

ceeded in making himself General of the United Companies.

In 1708, however, he was dismissed from the service of the

Company.

 

1. Note. It has been impossible to obtain further facts with

regard to the life of Sir Nicholas waite as the Dictionary

of National Biology has not yet reached the letter I. ‘

The above facts are taken from Bruce.
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CHAPTER I

EARLY FREHCH SETTLEHEHTS IU ASIA

General View

Until the year 1004 there was no organized attempt to

build up a French POWHr in Asia. Before this time many pri

vate voyages had been undertaken and in some instances con

siderable success had attended them ; as those of Pierre

Vahpenne, a House merchant. who had seventeen ships trading

to the Indes in 1000. At least .wo kings of France,Francis

1st and Henry 3d, had urged their subjects to trade into the

Indes, but. as said, up to 1604 there had been no organized

atterpt at either trade or conquest. In that year, however,

Henry 4th. 'Avec eon esprit suierieur” believing that the

successes of the Dutch in Europe were due to their profit—

able colonies in the Indes, resolve: that France too should

possess colonies there. A conpany was organized under his

patronare. in June. 1604, and the monopoly of Indian trade

was given it for the period of fifteen years. This company
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2

was important only through its failure, which soon occurred,

due to a lack both of harmony and funds ; important because

its charter nos given to a nunber of Rouon merchants.

Thane forhed thflJBGIVOS into a company, known $3 the "Com

pany of :o Koluques.' Ships were in ediately sent out for

cargoes. Tho ontorprine was a profitable one, and tho route

to tho Indes bOOHMG well known.

Colonial developement was slow and tho reason lay chlor

ly in tho foo that Franco was torn and woakoned by internal

deocenoions. Hovortheloos, in loéfi, undor the patronage of

the all—powerful Richelieu, a new company was formed and

grantoi tho monopoly for twenty years. It was in connoo—

tion with this COPPHDY that 1.;agasoar first came into no—

tico. It was deoidod to nako of the Island a "Point d'at

pui" for tho company's ships. Coloniste were sent there and

preparations undo for ostnblis? fig thorn a largo station for

:rovisioning shi:s and as a p1 cc of refuge in the event of

nor. Thus tho first regular French sottlo:ent in the East

hogan. Owing to the bad fiOVGTDLGflt of Pronis, tho Company's

agent, the colonists soon caio to grief. He angered alike

the natives and colonists. Things came to such a pass that

Flaoourt was sent to susceei him. Flaoourt, by his
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lenienty and wise measures, endeared hirself to ell and tho

colony prospered. From the time of his death (he was killed “l

by Algerian pirates while returning from a voyage to Frenoo)

the history of Hadagascar, until Colbert's advent, was one of

  

fierce struggles with the natives.

i? With the advent of Colbert commerce with India took a {a

new lease of life. The brilliant success of the Dutch E?

Company had fascinated the French. A conpany was forroi

after the English model. Colbert strove to awaken national

interest in this new company. He had the "Academician"

Cherpontior draw up an appeal to tho reoplc and the Admin—

istration promised its protection and co—oporation. Louis

IIV declared that a noble did not lose his privileges by

taking part in the Indian trade. A monopoly of fifty years

was granted to the new Company, and the government promised

to rc~imbursc it for its losses of the first ton years.

Three million livros were advanced by the Treasury. Thus.

uv'

in 1664, the "Company of the Indes' was formed. It made the

same mistake that its predecessor had made in attempting to

place a colony at Haingasoar. A largo nunber of colonists

were sent to the island. but the natives cxtorminated then so

rapidly that the idea of a colony was abandoned. Of the
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4

colonists who survivcd, some citablishod themsolvcs on the

islands latcr known as France and Bourbon, whilc a for wont

to Inlia. At the 8110 time that tho connany had attempted

to colonizo Hadagascar, it dad also sent an oxpodition to

Surat on the northern and wostorn coast of India, in charge

of Francis Caron, and a factory no: established thoro in

1638. This was tho first French factory in India propcr.

Soon after this an American servant of the Comrany, Zsrcara,

was sent to tho court of tho King of Golconda, and on the

0th of Docorbor, 1069, he obtainod a firman for the founding

of a factory at Xasulipatmn. Caron had also f0 moi tho idea

that a colony on the island of Coylon was to be dosircd, and

Colbert in compliance with this idea cont out the first

French fleet to apycar in Indian waters. This floct under

Admiral F0 La Kayo left Franco in 1670. Ho took, in accord

ance with the schone of Caron, Trinkomali but Was soon forced

to yield it to tho Dutch. Yet tho flcct accohflishni one

thing of inportanco, and that was the capture of St. Thono',

on tho twenty—fifth of July, 1672. It is worthy of note

that in th so two expeditions Francis martin took an inpor—

tant part.

Thon, in 1674, St. Thonc' was rc-taken by the Dutch,
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martin led a little band of followers to the territory pur

chased, in 1873, of the Governor of Tanjur and the Carnatio, uh

Sher Khan Lodi. This tarcol of land was locatci in the pro—

vince of Jingi, near a river of tho sane name. The native

name of the little village was Philchern, but it has ever

been known to Europeans as Pondichcry. martin made judici— i

‘.

ous alliances with the natives.-espccially with Sher Khan

_v~Lodi, the Governor of Visapour, to whom he loanol a large sum '[

of money. This w“s the beginning of the French policy of

.‘4'1’JLKA- .

znahing fast friends with the native Princes, which later
ak-..“—

stood than in such good stead. As soon as the factory was .-Qi

in operation many of the native weavers settled in Pondi— A ;

ohcry and Iartin encouraged the“ to do so. The colony

  

flourished so that in two years after its founding the nega—

all“!

zines of the Company containci goods worth two million livros ‘; ‘ *'”

Kartin also tooh pains to raise up about him a body of nati 0
Wm».

.

“-

‘_.-_

troops drilled in the European fashion, this was the begin~ ‘Ly?

ning of another tradition. gI‘ 31* 1>§

When Pondichory was threatened by Sivaji, in 1676, Kar—

tin appeasee him by flattery and presents. Shortly after

this, without offendin' him, Kartin asked the repayment of

the loan of Sher Khan Lodi. Shvr Khan was unable to repay
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6

it and instead, granted to Martin the revenues of the lands

about Pondichery, and an absolute concession of Pondichery

itself. This also, as in the case of the arming of native

troops, became a tradition. An equally important concess

ion was the one to fortify the city. It is worthy of no—

tice that while engaged in building magazines, storehousos,

etc., and fortifying the city, Martin not only receivel no

help from the Company, but was even paying the iobts of the

Company at Surat. This was a politic move as it served to

establish French credit on a stable basis. Although no

ships had been sent out by the Company, or rather built by

the Company, from 1675 to 1684, Martin was not discouragel.

He won his way to the good graces of the King of Golconda,

and secured permission both to ro—establish the factory at

fiasulipatam and to found a new one at Chandernagor. This

latter became very innortant under the guidance of Duplcix.

Agencies were at this time placed at both Bahar and Oriana.

In 1688 Europe was in arms ayainst Louis 14th. The

Dutch thought the onportunity an excellent one to complete

the work begun at St. Thome'. Their project was delayed for

a moment by the appearance of a French fleet of six vessels

under Duquesne—Guitton. The manoeuvres of this fleet were
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7

peculiar. It appeared in the harbor of Pondichery for a few

days and going to Madras (as Des Fosses says) "Pour echanger

quelques coup dc canon avec la flotte Hollandsise," on the

35th of August, 1690, disappeared. As soon as this was over

the Dutch again took up the project of an attack on Pondi

chcry. The Maratha chief, Ram Paja, although he had promis

ed to protect Nartin, changed his attitude, and Iartin was

leit to his own resources. He made the best possible ar—

rangements, but as there was no possible succour, it was only

a question of time. The siege began on the 22d of August,

10 8. and on the 6th of September, a capitulation was signed.

The Dutch took possession of Pcndichery and Martin was sent

to Eatavia. However, in 1697, by the "Peace of Ryswick"

Pondichery was restored to France on the payment of a large

sum. The Company, at this time, pas in dis a1 straits.

The inportation of certain Indian commodities had lowered the

prices of hone goods, so that at Lyons alone over 9000 men

had been thrown out of awploynent. This caused a measure to

be passed forbidding the i portation of calico and restrict~

ing that of silks at all. Needless to say, this hurt the

Company immensely. In 1097 the Company was indebted to the

amount of 11,000,000 livres. Its monopoly was of no use to
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it so it was sold. Thus the famous company which was to

control the Orient had left nly its agencies in Hindoostan,

the factories in Surat and Pondichery, and the agencies in

Bengal.

In 169., hartin had rvturnod to India with four vessels

of war and some of the Company's ships. He arrived at

Pondichery in Hay, 1690, and benan at once to put it in a

better state of defence. to built a palace for the Governor

and comreneed the construction of bazars and shops. His

liberal policy in all matters, and especially in religion,

attracted many of the native weavers and merchants to Pendi

chery, and. in 1701. it became the capital of the french in

India. The sovereign council was transferred there as well

as all the administrative officers. hartin was named Gov

ernor General with supreme authority.

It was at this time t"at the French began the system of

internal trade that was brought to its height in the tins of

Dupleix. Eartin extended the bounds of trade. he founded

a factory at Calieut. He reestablishedtho one at Surat and

corrunication was opened with Persia. The war of the Span—

ish Succession breaking out in Europe. French India was forc—

ed again to take care of itself. Martin made a truce with
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the . tch and thus secured the tranquility of Pondichery

If only the money had been forthcoming a splendid internal

commerce mirht have been tuilt up. There was one joy re—

servcl for Martin before his death. The citadel which had

been building since 1701 was finished in 1706, and the old

patriot ccnld now sleep content, the capital of French India

was founded. Martin survived his triumph but a short time

dying in December, 1706. Hartin was next to Duplcix, the

strongest figure in French Indian History.

The two inne‘iate successors of hartin, hulivor and he

bcrt, hurt the prosperity of the growing City by their vanity

and incapability. hut still the city prospered. While all

the other establishments of the company were at extro es

Pondichery flourished. When the monoploy of the Company ex—

pired in 1715 it was renewed for ten years, the Crown to have

ten percent of the Prizes taken south of the line.

Kcantino events had been occuring in the other posses

sions of the Company in Indo China. In 1080 a treaty had

been made with the King of Siam, and in 1684 through the aid

of French missionaries at Tonkin, a factory was established

in the Province of midi. The King of Siam sent an ambassa—

dor to France ' he was entertained sunptuously and Ba koh





10

and hergui were coded to the French. Everything seemed to

point to a happy future but the Siamceso priests became jeal

ous of the influence of the missionaries and a strife brone

out between then. As a result the French were compelled to

leave Bangkok and hergui.

The Red Sea had also drawn the Company's attention.

Ships had been sent each year to the great fair held at Hoke

and traffic was begun between Arabia and France. A factory

had been placed at Bender Abassi. With the help of the mis

sionaries and the good will of the people, the Persian Branch

was prosperous.

The monopoly in China had been given to a separate co:

pany with the understanding that they should pay 15$ of their

imports to the parent company. A vessel was sent to Canton

in 1760, and it returned with a rich cargo of teas and silks.

From 1700 to 1710 fourteen vessels were sent to Canton and

hankin and each voyage was profitable. but the inportations

coming into conflict with those of home make, they were

either forbidien or curtailed, so that there was no further

profit to be made. The trouble was accentuated by the dis—

honesty of some of the directors. Thus reduced in resources

the Company only vegetated until the advent of law.
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I Madagascar had all this time remained profitlces. The

same was true of the island of Bourbon. The first capable

Governor was Florimont. Father Bernadin succeeded him and

under his administration the resources of Bourbon increased

recidly. Cotton was grown. sugar. rice, maize and spices.

and all the European vegetables, as well at those of the

tropics. could be grown there. The island was called "the

Garden of Eden." Another Governor, De Villier, deserves

notice. He built up the internal resources of the island

and established schools. After him De Parat constituted the

judicial and the administrative systems. Ehe judgnent of

the island court wee final aa to the nativea. but the Euro~

pezns could ajpcal to the court at Pondlchory. This is the

lnost important toint to notice. It will serve to throw

light on the relative positions of Dupleix and Labourdonnais

at the tixe of their trouble. Under De Yarat, as said, the

island became important. The coffee plant we: introduced

and a closer connection with the outside world was the re

sult.

This is not the place to speak of Law and his dazzling

financial schemes. He at least deserves gratitude for the

great impetus he gave to the Indian trade. It is through
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12

this that he is connected with India. After the bursting

of the great bubble Law had instituted, the Conrany again

separated itself from the bank and a new scheie was devisel.

"The Perpetual Conrany of the Indes" was organized with

twelve directors, each being placed over a separate derart

ment. The success of this systomatizcd management of the

Comnany's affairs could be expected.

While Law's operations were amazing France and Europe,

India was not neglected. In 1720 Hebert had been recalled

and Provostiere made Governor. He accomplished two impor—

tant things, rrcviding for the naintenance of the garrison

and repairing the fortifications. In 1721 Prevestiere died

and Lenoir was made Governor General. Lenoir adopted a

policy which Preserved Pcndichery at Law's downfall. H0 em—

ploy i he money sent him during Law's reg me in paying the

old debts of the Conpany. Then the crash came, he credit

of Pondichery with the natives was secure. In this sate

year Pondichery was nearly destroyed by a ate a and only the

on"rgy of Lenoir averted total destruction. As a recon—

pense for his untiring activity in their affairs, the Con

pany accused h n of intrigue. Dupleiz was at this tine a

member of Lenoir'a council. From 1723 to 1723 only three
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13

ships a year were eent out by the Company, but the situation

soon brightened wand activity was renewed. Traffic was

opened with Zeta and the Phillipinee. A factory was found

ed at Ccnton. Iaeulipatan grew in importance, the coaet trade

flourishel, end so See Foesee says, "Le pavillion Francais no

-montrait depuie la mer Rouge jusqu'a Kanille." .

A small agency hal been esteblished at Yahe on the Kal—

abar coast. The Englieh viewed it with concern and incited

the nativeq to attack it. They did so, and in 1725, a

French fleet captur d it. and a large pepper and spice trade

was huilt up there. Leboudonnais was one of the officers

in this attack. Lenoir returned from France after his vin

dication and was Governor until 1735. This was a happy

period for French in ereets in India. The exports increueoi

from practically nothinr to 6,000,000 livres in 1731.

Rondichcry, inprovel end enhellishel, becane a city of

80,000 people. Chandernaxor was not yet of great.inpor

tence, but the pewper trade at Kahe was rapidly making of it

a rich agency. There were besides factoriee at Taeulipetan

and Kohe which were very inportant. The factory at Surat

ha; been abandoned. Thee“ 0? Celiout and Ialassar replaced.

French influence begen to exwand. Pondichery boomie the
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depot of the Indo China, Manilla, Phillipino, Bengal, P r~'

oian and Canton trade. The coast trade booano Vary pro

fitablo.

The simple idua of gaining Wvalth by swourifig cargoes

began to give place to the idea of Empire. The island of

Franco, abandon i by the Dutch, was taken by Pufrosne in

1715. In 1721, Lyon was made Govnrnor. The history of the

island was not vury brilliant until La Ionrdonnais bocnnc

Governor, in 1725. to built tho islands of Trance and Bour—

bon up into two of t%o Lost flourishi”? of tho COJIGHY'S

posno~sions. Kn n0vnd tho float of gQVurnnont Fro; Bourbon

to the island of France and built Port loviv, and addoi to it

warehouson, docks, nagazinoo, etc. Throuzh the jnalousy of

those ahout hi: to was called to Franco to vindicate his

rots. This ho easily did and returned again to his govern*

aunt.

In 1735. Dumas. who had been Governor or tne islan s

Of France and Bourbon. "HOCHndnQ Lenoir as-unvn“nor Gonoral

of the Frnnoh sottlo'o“t" 1“ I“*‘n with his nooit"1 “i “no”—

iohory. It is worthy of note that Dumas Tossed fro; tho

gov rnnont of tho isllddo to that of Pondionery, as it

proves to some extent that Pondichnry wn: tho morn important
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of the two and that Pondichery had precedence over the Isles.

Dunes was a man well versed in Indian affairs and the bene

fits of this knowledge was shown in the ties of friendship

which he so skilfully cemented between his govnrnment and the

native Princee, especially as regarded Chanda Sahib and Dost

Ali Khan. When the two were in extremities during the Har—

atha raid, Duxas received their relatives within the walls

of Pondichery and refused to give them over to the Raghuji

Bhonsla. Dost Ali was killed but Chanda Sahib proved his

gratitude later in many ways. The great Hegul was so pleae~

ed at this exhibition of courage against his onetics that he

gave to Dumas the title of Hawab and the right to confer it

on his successor also. This added immensely to the French

prestige. v

In 1741, and this was a sign of the growing nationalism

of the French in India. Labourdonnais brought a fleet from

the island of France to the assistance of Dumas in his trou

ble with the Karathas. The fleet came too late to be of

any assistance, but on its return to the islands, it visit

ed a severe punishnent on the rebellious natives at Mane.

At the moment Labourdonnsis was enraged in doing this, Duns:

had asked to be recalled and had named as his successor,
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Dupleix, Des Fosees says, "At the departure of Dumas, the

French in India were definitely established. With Kartin,

the French had built the capital at Pondiehary, Lenoir had

created their credit and extended their relations, and under

his administration they had become a eonmereia1.pover. With

Dumas they had made an immense stride, France had taken a

place among the Indian powers."
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CHAPTER II

DUPLEIX. HIS EARLY CAhEZ 3D POSITIOU

AS GOVEPHOR OF POXUICKERY

Joseph-Francis Dupleix was born at Landrecies, in the

Province of French-Flanders, in the year 1697. His father

was a wealthy farmer general and a director of the Company of

the Indies. The father had deto mincd to make of the boy a

finished merchant. he thereforc surrounded him with ovary

influence which should tend to accustom him to nerchantilo

ideas. Dupleix, however, did not respond to those influ

ences. but exhibited a passion for poetry, music and art.

He also became an adopt in the science of fortifications.

The father became angry with bin for tho iikings he exhibit

ed and docidod to try and break them by a sea voyage. In

1715, he sent young Dupleix to sea on one of the India

Company's ships. He made anvorai trips to America and In

dia. On thesn voyages with his active mind he acquired a

valuable knowledge of tho P2“110 and of oormcrcc. In 1720,

his father obtained for him the position of 'menbcr of the
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superior council and commissioner of wars." It was a pos

pous title with a small salary. At the arrival of Duploix

in Pondichery, Lenoir, who was Governor, saw the worth of

the man and became his sponsor. Lenoir placed in his hands

the register of the council, thus affording him the means of

learning at once the affairs of the Company. But Lenoir

did more than that, he gave the young beginner the benefit

of his long experience. Thus the young coumissary learned

tho strong and weak points of the Company's system.

For four years, owing to political reasons, Dupleix was

not a nerbor of the council. he employed this tine in the

further study of the political system of the Mogul Empire.

He was already dreaming of conquest. 0n the 80th of August,

the government of Chandernagor was given to him, and his real

career began. Chandernagor was a factory which at this tine

was wanting in everything but indolenoe, as Duploix says. He

began the task of ending this state of things. By his own

exanple, he built up an internal trade with the Indian mer—

chants. He fitted out ships of his own to trade with China,

Persia, Japan and Arabia. The success with which he not en~

courared others to venture also, and the result was that

within ten years, in place of four or five, there were
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seventy—two shipd which owned Chandernagor as their port!

In 1741, Dupleix married a French lady who had been born

in India and her knowledge of the country and the people was

an important factor in his later successes. The revival of

tralo at Chandernagor had created so favorable an impression

of Duplaix that when Dumas resigned, he who named as his

successor. Duplsix saw that the Mogul Empire wss upon its

last legs, and that the real mastery of India Would lie in

French hands if only the right steps were taken. But before

this was possible the English were to be dealt with. A con

flict was inevitable and Dupleix determined to strike the

first blew. his first stop wes to take upon himself the

title of Hawab, which had been conferred upon Dumas with the

right of succession, by the mogul Emperor. This Dupleix did

with all the pomp and splendor so necessary to are and win

over the native mind. Dupleix was new in the position to

treat with the native princes as an equal. He began a

series of measures with the idea of strengthening Pondichery.

he reduced the expenses and supervised the work of the offi

cials very closely. Dupleix then turned his attention to

he personnel of his troops, perfecting the system of drill

ing the native troops and raising the morals of the Europeans
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He saw that, as it stood, Pondiehery was practically defense:

less and therefore he began to strengthen the fortifications.

IIe becaxe at the same time both the banker and engineer of

the work.

Soon after Dufileix had paid the expenses of the war of

Xaho, and was pushing the vork on the fortifications to a

rapid finish, he received, 1743, instructions from the di—

rectors to cut down expenses and cease the work of fortify

ing, and yet at the some time telling him of the imminence of

war with England. He deliberately disobeyed these orders

as far as the fortifications were concerned and went on with

the work, preferring the wrath of the directors to the risk

of leaving Pondichery defenceless. It was only a little

later that he received news that the war had broken out and

that he was to try and arrange a treaty of neutrality with

Iir. Morse, the English Governor at Madras. He wrote Hr. Mor

Ilorsc at Eadras, but he received an answer stating that the

'English home Governor had instructed him, Mr. Horse, to con—

sider the French as enemies. Dupleix was in a sad Position.

Ziis fortifications were incomplete. He had but one ship,

only four hundred and thirty—six Europeans, and to cap the

climax, the crops had failed entirely. Tine must be gained
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sonehow. Dupleix wrote to Anivardi Khan, reminding him of

the protection Dunes had given his relatives within the walls

of Pondichcry when they were threatened by the Zarathas, and

urge: upon his tLat the French were peaceable traders who do

sirol anything but war. He denanded that the English be

kept from attacking Ponlichery. He also reminded Anivardi

Khan that he, Dupliex, was desirous of peace and hal made

overtures to the English, but that hey had been rejected.

But more than all this was not Dupleix a brother Nanab ?

And he was to be molested by these foreign English. Ani—

vardi Khan accepted this view of the question and forbade the

English to attach the French. The sane obligation was

placed upon the French as regarded the English. The English

than in their infanoyiailndia, accepted the dictates of tho

Uawab and Pondichery was saved at least for the time being.

Duplcix breathed free again and all he prayed for was the

arrival of troops and a fleet. he sent his only vessel to

the Isle of France to pray Labourdonnais to come to his aid

with a fleet and meanwhile he awaited its arrival with for—

orish anxiety.

The position of Dupleix as Governor of Pondichory was

the highest in the political hierarchy of India. He was a
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kind of Viceroy, executing on his own responsibility, the in

structions of the directors, who were named by the stock—

holders. Meantime he held powers very extended for the pre

servation of tho fortresses and establishments of the colony.

Dupleix had also the co nand of the military forces. He pre

sided over the council of five meibers. The whole adxinis

trative machinery ropesed in his hands. Justice was render—

ed in the name of the King, and the laws were also enforced

in the same way. The councilors and the Governor were the

employees of the Company who could replace them without re—

ferring to the sovereign. The King confirmed the powers of

the Governor. Gave him so to say a sort of investiture.

The other factories and agencies had been modeled on Pendi

chery. So that Chandernagor, Make, Calicut and Karikal had

their Governors and councils bit entirely subordinatei to

that of Pondichery. It is a question whether the sane was

true of the Isles of France and Bourbon.
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CHAPTER III

LA BOURDOHNAIS

His Early Career and Position

As Governor of the Isles of France and Bourbon

Bertrand Francois Kane do 1a Bourdonnais was born at St.

halo, in the year 1699, and was therefore two years younger

than Dupleix. his family was of 3001 position and fairly

wealthy. From his infancy Labourdonnais had a taste for the

sea and was not more than ten years of age when he made his

first voyage to the southern seas. This voyage decided the

calling of his life. In 1713 he sailed as ensign for the

Indies. It was on this voyage that he learned the mathe—

matical sciences from a Jesuit priest who was on the vessel.

On another voyage, 1724, he learned the art of fortification

from a French engineer wno sailed out to tho Indies on the

same ship. It was on this voyage that, entering the harbor

of Pondichory, he found the French fleet preparing to sail

against Lahe. He joined the expedition and won a great deal

at praise for his conduct during the siege of that place.
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Labourdonnais then turned his attention to emxneroo and be—

coming very wealthy, after serving under the Portugoece flag

for a time, retunned to Franco and married. While on a

visit to Paris, he met 1. Orry, the minister of finance, and

the latter was much impressed by Labourdonnais's thorough

knowledge of Indian natters. A short tine after this H.

Orry offered Labourdonnais the position of Governor of the

Isles of France and Bourbon, and Labourdonnais accepted the

offer. In the early part of the year 1735, Labourdonnais

left France and arrived at Bourbon in June of the same year.

Up to this time, Dumas had been the most capable Governor

the Islands had had.

The islands of France and Bourbon had been discovered by

the Pertugoeso in their earliest explorations. They had

found them uninhabited and had not attenpted to found colon

ies on them. In 1040, the Dutch had held for a short time

the Isle of France but soon abandoned it. The islands were

still deserted when taken possession of by the French and

given to the Company of the Indies. The Isle of Bourbon had

no good port and was given up to the cultivation of scoffoo.

The Isle of France had two ports, but on account of the pre—

vailing winds of the Indian Ocean, the only practicable one
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was the port St. Louis or simply Port Louis. The inportance

of the islands lay in the fact that they could be made the

point d'appui of vessles plying between France and India.

At the time of the arrival of Labourdonnais, the condi

tion of affairs in the islands was anything but pleasant.

The inhabitants were composed of those who had escaped from

the massacre of Fadagasear, absndonei sailors, a few workmen

of the Company and several European fm ilies. Discipline

and subordination were unknown. Too indolent to support

thencelves, they had been a source of constant eXPense to the

Ccnpany. and the Company had informed Labourdonnais that th s

state of things must cease. That he must see that they not

only raised enough for their own wants, but that they must

also be prepared to provision any of the Company's ships that

might need it. The affairs of admi~~istration were in an

equally bad state. There were two councils, the one on the

Isle of Bourbon, the other on the Isle of France. Labcnrdon—

nais concentrated the govonnnent on the Isle of France. He

managed the affairs of justice so well that in the eleven

years he was there, only one case cans to trial. By anning

blacks against blacks, the disorderly narcons were subjugated

and at the same time, a police force was estrblishcd. As for
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commerce, La Beurdonnais introduced the cultivation and re

fining of sugar, which soon yielded the Company a profit of

Inore than 60,000 livres. He also established cotton and in~

digo factories. In agriculture this versatile man, intro—

duced the cultivation of the manioe, from Brazil. This was

a kind of nut, the grains of which could be made into a flour

which was made into a sort of bread.

The next task undertaken by La Bourdonnaia was the im

provement and fortification of the Port. The improvements

consisted in the building of eantonments, arsenals, canals,

bridges and wharves. There were neither roads nor horses on

the islands but he met all the difficulties and overeane

them. In his desire to make the islands the cntrepct of the

commerce of the Company, La Bourdonnais constructed large

quays and docks, in which the vessels of the Company might

be received and repaired as easily as at L'Orient in France.

So well did he do his work that.in l738,he built two small

vessels, and had on the stocks a vessel of five hundred

tons.

A man of La Bourdonnais' type was sure to make many

enemies, and, in 1740, when he returned to France upon the

death of his wife, he found hinself in great disfavor. 2y
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his clear and favorable report of his steps at Port Louis,

he won his way again into favor and was again sent to the

islands with the additional title of Commander of the naval

forces in the Indian Sees. This wee in 1741. He received

word of the threatening on Pendiehery by the harathas, and

set out for that port at once. M.Dunas had, however, as was

seen in a previous charter, saved the city by his diplomacy,

and the assistance of La Eourdennais was not needed. On his

return to the islands, as has also been seen, La Bourdennais

defeated the natives who were besieging Kano.

La Benrdonnais returned to the island of France. It

was but a short time after his arrival there that he reeeivei

orders to send back to France the fleet which he had brought

out with him. He obeyed his orders and was left with but a

single ship.to face the impending war with England. It was

at this moment that he received the nfpeal of Duploix, beg

ging him to come to the rescue of Pondichery. Deprived of

his ships and his trained soldiers, the outlook was dark.
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CHAPTER IV

La Bourdonnais had hardly dispatched the fleet with

which he had taken Mahe. for France, when he received a let

ter from Orry who was acting in the place of the dying

Fleury, hoping that he had disobeycd the orders and retained

the fleet. La Bourdonnais, discouraged with the prospects

and worn out by his struggles with adverse circumstances,

sent his resignation to the sinister. Orry refused to ac~

cept it and wrote that he desired La Bourdonnais to remain

in the East to cope with the troubled times which were al

ready appearing. La Boerdonnais accepts; the refusal of the

minister and set to work more vigorously than over to assure

prosperity to his islands.

He was thus engaged when he received word from France

that the war of the Austrian Succession had broken out be

tncen Franco and.England. It was at this moment, when do

prived of the fleet which might have held in its possession

of the Indian Seas, that he received the appeal of Duploix to

come to the rescue of Pondichery.

La Bourdonnais pressed into service all the vessels
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which touched at Port Louis and from his meagre stock. he

armei and provisioned them. He had already obtained and

begun to equip five vessels including the one which had

brought the word from Pondichery, rnen he learne; that a

squadron of five ships was on its way to him from France.

This fleet arrived in January, 1740, and consisted of ship of

‘war and four unarnei merchantmen, It was with the greatest

effort that he armed these latter.

Full of joy at the prospect of action, La Eeurecnnais

left Port Louis on the 84th of Iiarch. to join his fleet which

he had sent on to Madagascar fer provisions. He had no

sooner come up with it than a violent stern arose and very

nearly destroyed the entire squadron. The battered fleet

found a rendez—vous in the bay of Antongil on the coast of

Kadagaecar, and the work of overhauling commenced.

The difficulties which La Bourdonrais had to ovorcone

were without end. handicappec by the absence of beasts of

burden, of skilled workmen, endtxfthe necessary implements

and appliances, and by the loss of man after men from March

fever, La Bourdcnnais again proved himself the man of action

and at the end of forty-eight days the fleet was prepared to

renew the voyage to Pondiehery. The fleet new consisted of
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nine ships and 8,842 men, of when one fourth were Africans.

On the 6th of July, La Bourdonneis encountered the Zn

glish fleet under Peyton off Hegapatan. The English had the

advantage of the wind and of the heavier armament, their guns

being of twenty-four pounds, while the French were of twelve

and fourteen. An engage ent took place but when night fell

he honors were even. On the next day, the English fleet,

still retaining the advantage of the wind,refused to renew

the contest and set sail for Trikemali. Three of La Bour

donnais' vessels having been disabled, he determined to make

all sail for Pondichery, wiere he arrived on the evening of

the 8th of July.

The accounts of the first meeting between the two men

differ, but there would seem to be no good reason why it

should not have been friendly. It is certain, however, that

it was not many days before jealousy appeared, and the man

preeminently of action who had created a fleet from nothing

and had successfully beaten off the stronger English fleet,

remained in Pondichery inactive.

The first of the long series of difficulties arose in

the correspondence in regard to the disposition of :adras if

taken. In a letter to Dupleix on the 17th of July, La
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Bourdonnais asks, "What are we to do with Hadras ?" E‘ senti

ments are that we should remove the merchandise and ransom

the place, because if we should destroy it, it would be re—

built within a year (1)." To this Dupleix answered, "I do

not know just now the best thing to do with Hadras. I would

sitply make the reflectien that so long as that place stands

Pondichery must languish. I do not think at all, that if

destroyed it would be rebuilt within a year (2).'I The

sentiment in this letter is tposed to that in the letter of

La Bourdonnaie, and it is probable that the ill feeling he

gan at this thie. At any rate, La Bourdonneie remainel in

active in the city.

There were two courses open to La Bourdonnais, and on

this point both he and Dupleix were at first agreed. It was

necessary either to destroy the English fleet or to proceed

against Hadras. In the beginning, it was accepted as a con—

dition precedent to the taking of Hadras, that the Inglish

fleet should be destroyei. La Bourdonnais admits this in a

letter to Dupleix, of the 17th. before quoted. This course

he ahortly afterward refused to take, pleading that his

amrnnent was too inferior. Dupleix supplhxihim with all

(1) Malleson. no.183

(“1) lalleson, np.133‘
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the cannon he felt he could without weakening the fortifica

tions too much. This was another point of disagree ent.

La tourdonnaie had asked for forty—four eighteen pounders

and fourteen twelve. Dupleix gave h u twenty—eight of

eighteen, and twelve of twelve, but also twenty-two of eight.

and explained that he did not dare to give any mere, fearing

that the fortifications would be too nuch weakened if he

should.

After numerous bickerings, La Bcurdonnais decided to

pursue the English fle‘t. I He arrived off Karikal on the

18th of Luguet. There he learned that the English fleet

had been seen off the coast of Ceylon. La Bourdonnais then

wrote Dupleix that no was satisfied that the English would

not bother him if he should proceed to the siege of Hadras.

and that he would do so at once. He altered his plans,

however, and set out after tne English fleet. He cane up

with th.n off Kegapatan but could not bring them to action.

They refused the contest and La Bourdonnais was unable to

overtake them. He returned to Pondiehery, dropping anchor

there on the 25th of August.

La Bourdonnais stated that his fleet was too small for

the double task of attacking Hadras and holding the fleet of
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the English off at the same time, and appealed to the Coun—

cil for advice. The Council met and in a letter 0? the 28th,

said, 'Eithcr ye: should attach Madras or drive the English

fleet from these seas (1)." The answer of La Bourdonnais

to this was, that he could not attack Madras until the Ent—

lish squadron was destroyed. That he could not destroy

that fleet because it sailed faster than his own and that he

could only stay in India until October, as he feared the the

Henson. He declared that the Council did not mark out any

definite course for him to follow, and that they should have

bidden him to take one or the other (2). He further de

clared that the Council was the only her to his action.

As soon as this was learned, Dupleix called a meeting of

the Council and La Bourdonnais was served with a sunrons

calling upon him to take one of the two coursesat.once, and

saying that if his inaction continued, he would be held per

sonally responsible. That if he were too ill to take charge

of the fleet, h Portbarre' could do so (3)." La Bourdonnais

replied to this.saying. "He had only consulted the Council on

the Iadras question and that the destination of his fleet was
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for him to decide (1)." On the 27th, La Bourdonnais sent

the fleet to Xadras under H Portbarre'. being himself very

ill. The fleet captured two small vessels and returned.

La Bourdoenais having meantime recovered, embarked on the

evening of the 12th of September for the siege of Hadras.

(1) Ram. pp. 46
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CHAPTER V

nr. Horse, the English Governor of Hadras, had been re

lying upon the restriction laid by the hanab upon both the

French and English to refrain from hostilities within his

territories. Upon hearing of the intended attack upon Ka

dras, he had sent a deputy to the Hawab praying him to pre—

vent the attack. But unfortunately fir. Horse had Forgotten

to send any presents to the potentate,and highly offended

that any one should dare to ask a favor with empty hands, and

beguilel by the skill of Dupleix, the Nawab refused to inter

fere. The trust Mr. Morse had placed in the English fleet

had also failed.

On the 14th of September, La Bourdonnais landed five

hundred men on the shore eevaral miles below Madras, and keep

ing the fleet abreast of this column, he advanced upon Kadraa

On the 15th, he arrived within cannon shot of the city. He

landed 1,100 Europeans, 400 Sepoys and 400 Africans. On the

vessels there were still from 1,700 to 1,800 men. La Dour

donnais at once erected batteries and prosecuted the siege
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with so much vigor that.on the 19th, an offer to treat came

to him through Hrs. Barnwall, the daughter of Kadame Dnpleix

and the wife of an English gentleman of Madras. La Bour

donneis signified his willingness to treat, and, on the 30th,

two English gwntlonen, Messrs. Benson and Hallyburton, pre—

sented themselves in the French camp. They offered a cer—

tain sum if the French would retire. This offer was refus—

ed and the two gentlemen returned to the city. pon the re—

tirmwent of these two deputies, the bombardment again began

and was only discontinued when the two reappeared on the next

morning. A capitulation was arranged, the terms of which

were as follows : The fort and the city were to be given

over to La Bourdonnais on the Zlst. All the garrison, of

ficers, soldiers, tie Council, and all the English to be

prisoners of war, and the Councillors, officers. and en—

ployees of the Company, and English to be free on their pa

role. The disposal of the city to be decided amicably be

tween La Bourdonnais and the Governor, who engaged to hand

over in good faith all the merchandise and effects. And if

by purchase or ransom the city should be returned to the En—

glish, they should have their garrison returned for defence

against the natives, but it was not to carry arms against
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Franco (1).

0n the Blst, La Bourdonnais wrote pleix that he had

entered the city. On the 23d, he again wrote and said in

this letter that the place was practically at his discre_

tion (2). It is important to note that in these letters

to Dupleix and the Council nothing was stated definitely

about the ransom, and on the contrary, the clause in the

treaty which spasms of it contains a condition. It reads,

'51 par rachat ou rencon on remet la ville do Madras et (3)."

A new factor then entered the question. The Hawab,

learning that the French had taken the city, demanded an ex—

planation of Dupleix. He threatenei to raise the siege with

his own troops. Dupletxdeterminingthat if the French were

not to have Kadras, the English never again should, replied

to the Navab that the French were conquering Madras to make of

t a present to him. Dupleix immediately disratchcd the

news of this to La Bourdonnais at Madras. He urged this as

another reason why ransom should not be spoken of. This

letter reached Hadras on the night of the 23d. On the some

da" the 28d, La Bourdonnais had written that there were
J '

 

ham. pp. 40

For let'rs. Vide Lab. h. Pp. 865

Ham. pp. 49

Ad“,\
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n

I)

three courses open to him,-—to raze the city, to ransom it.

or to make of it a French colony. Of these three the one

which seated the best to him was the proposition of the ran

som. Oh the Beth, La 3 urdcnnais asked the Pondichery Coun—

cil for some plan to follow. The Council in reply advised

him not to think of ransoning the city, because the bills}

given by Horse and his council would be disclaimed on the

grounds that they had Leon given under constraint. They

further advised the destruction of all the English Company's

buildings, etc. (1).

La Bourdounaie replied to this advice by stating that

he considered his actions as independent of the Council in

regard to Xadras, and he sent to it a copy of an unsigned

treaty with Governor Horse, by which he bound himself to re

store Uadras to the English ujon the payment of 1,100,000

pagodas.

Three Councillors were sent by the Council of Pondichcry

to form with La Dourdcnnaia.ae their president, a provisory

council to regulate the affairs of Tadras. They were refused

recognition by La Eecrdonnais.and after protesting, they with

 

(1) This correspondence will he found in Lab. M. pp.

365 et seq.
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drew to St. Theme. On October 2d, a second commission con

;csed of De Bury, K. Bruyere and Paradie reached Xadras.

They had been orderel to proclaim publicly that the ransom we

was null mid void. This was d no and in his exasperation

La Bourdonnais, seeing himself supported by his troops,

placed the ommaissioners under arrest.

It was at this moment that Dupleix received orders from

the successor of Orry. I. Hachault, which were of the utmost

importance in the Xadras controversy. They decreed plainly

that the commander of the French squadron in the Indian Sees

was to obey the orders of the Superior Council. Although

La Bourdonnais raised the point, that at the time the orders

were dated, Kechault had not yet been named as minister,

nevertheless, from this time there was a decided change in

the tone of his letters. He wrote Dupleix that he would ac—

cept any terms that would preserve his word of honor intact.

He sang to the Pondichery Council the conditions upon which

he would make over to thud the city. The principal ones

were as follows : The promise that the treaty would he

rigidly enforced ; that the Governor should be chosen from

nong his officers ; and, U;at the city should be restored

on the first of January.(?his was later changed to the last
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of January) The Superior Council promised to keep the con—

ditions if the English should, but they said that Iespre

mesnil must be GoVernor, and that the city was not to be

evacuated until a oozplete division of the spoil had taken

place (1).

On the 14th of October, a hurricane struck the French

  

fleet as it lay in the Hedres roedsteed. The lose was ap—

palling. Of.the eight ships composing the fleet, four were

lost, two were rendered utterly uneeaworthy, and the other

two were badly damaged. This seems to have decided La Bour

donneis. On the 13th, he signed the treaty with Governor

Iforse, and although several of its terms had been objected to

'by the Pondichery Council, La Bourdonnais claimed their con

sent had been given. Thus terminated the long struggle.

On October 23d, La Bourdonnais made over the city to : ‘li

Despremesnil and left for Pondichery. The contest between

himself and Dupleix was renewed. He wished to sail to Goa

to refit and then to set out after the English fleet. But
.1‘

in order to do this he demanded of Dupleix arms and ammuni—

tion. Dupleix, exerting under the elights of La Eonrdonnais ' 1i

and fearing to weaken the defence of Fondichery, refused to

(1) Ball. pp. 174
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give them.

The plan of the Council was to send the fleet to Achin,

on.the island of Sumatra, so that if it were needed at Pendi

chery it would be near at hand. The orders from Hachault to

Dupleix had been brought by three men of war, and it was pro

posed that the ships should be divided into two squadrons and

that they should set out for Achin. If the disabled divi~

1

Q

sion under La Bourdonnais was unable to make Aehin, it was to
‘2‘

’5.a

'0“

g

1

sail for the Isle of France. After some delay this was
K‘s

agreed to by La Bourdonnais, and the two fleets left Pendi

chery, on the 29th of October. La Bourdonnais with his in—

 

jured vessels was unable to make Achin and reached Port Louis

on the 10th of December.

Upon his arrival at the Isle of France, La Bourdonnaie

found that he had been succeeded as Governor, but that his

.r v

if
I

=~.

'4
'_ l

i

is:

F1
‘-

‘

if

5%.
K

command over the fleet still maintained. In compliance with
1.‘

r;

his orders, he not out for France at once. His fleet was

shattered off the Cape of Good Hope, but he reached Hartin—

“M.--.--._.>l..;' ‘

.i-~< .' ,_‘ 7

if”.‘7‘illvi‘e‘

ique. There he learned that on account of the vigilance

n

,a,Lto’-

QJ\

;.fife“;-1_‘_

;~*v

with which the English fleet was watching for French ships,

his fleet would be unable to reach France in safety. He
0

WM

"vdau:z§4uaa

therefore left it at Martinique and embarked on a Dutch ship
"‘

-N‘Q'
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for France. This vessel was captured by an English ship and

La.Bourdonnais being recognized was taken to London. There

310 has treated with much kindness and allowed to proceed to

27aris on his parole.

As soon as La Eourdonnais reached Paris he was accused

'b3' the Company of having disappropriated its funds. of hav

111g disregarded the King's orders, and of having been "on

:rapport' with the enemy. He was confined in the Bastille

for three years pending his trial. At the end of that time

111s innocence was declared and he was released. He died

shortly afterward. September 9th, 1753.

The lot of Dupleix was equally unfortunate. On the 8d

<>f August, 1754, Duplcix was recalled and disgraced. In

alnsolute poverty, he was compelled to dispute with the Con

1>any the remnants of his little savings. The Company re

Irroached hi: with having ruined it and refused to pay him the

irsncnse suns he had advanced. And so the nan who had been a

virtual King, dispensins royalties and riches was forced to

secure adjournments from day to day to prevent being dragged

to prison. Worn out by the long struggle, he died on the

night of the 10th of October, 1763.

The fate of the two man was the same. Each died from
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the abuse of the Company to whose service he had devoted the

best years of his life,
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CHAPTER VI

Statement and examination of the questions at issue between

the two men

Points at issue

I. The question of subordination. Was La Bourdonnaia

actually subordinate to Dupleix 7

A. La Bourdonnais' argunent

1. The King's Cmnnission

2. The independence of the Isles

B. Dupleix's argument

.1. The King's commission not comprehensive

3. The Isles dependent on Pondichery

II. Their attitude toward each ther

A. Wee La Bonrdonnais correct in his statement

that Dupleix was unwilling ?

B. was Dupleix correct in his contrary statement ?

III. The taking of Madras

A. Did La Bourd nnais capture the city dependent?

1y or independently ? Was he the agent of the council

at Pondiehcry or not ?

3. Could he make a treaty and accept the capitu

lation of Madras or not ?
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C. Was La Bourdonnais bribed by the English to

ransom Madras ?

IV. Is it not possible that the whole trouble was the

result of the difference on character and career of Du—

pleix and La Bourdonnais ?
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I. Question of Subordination. Was La Ecurdonnais Sub—

ordinate ?

A. La Iourdonnais' argument.

1. The King's commission

2. The Isles independent.

I. The King's cannission.

La Courdonnais had been created Governor of the

Isles of France ad Bourbon by an order of the King, in l?34.

In 1745, he llth of April, the following decree was issued

"Dc per lo roi" "11 est ordonxe a tone lee capitainee et

officiers doe vaisneaux de la conpegnie dee Indes d: recon»

neitre pour commandant le siour --~Ls Eonrdonnais, cepitaine

de fregate, zeuverneur dos isles do France et de Bourbon, et

de lui cbcir en qualite 1 edits en tout ee qu'il pourra leur

ordonner, soitqu'il S'embarque a herd d'un desditc vais

seaux, ou qu'il jugs c propos de les envoyer a quelquos ex—

pedition particuliere, et en Sous poine de dosobeissencc.

Signe, Louis (1). This end a similar decree (2) issued

somewhat later are the two commissions of the King upon which

La Bourdonnais based his argunent of the King's commission.

They seem totally inadequate to support his contention of

5’

l e 2 are to be found in La Bourdonneis h n. pps.
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equality.

Among the orders of the Linistry which La Bourdonnais

used as Troof, are the following : 1. An order from H.

Orry, dated 16th of January, 1741, as follows : "In case 3.

La Bourdonnais comes to action all the officers of the Com—

pany, on land as well as on sea, will execute punctually the

orders he nay give, it being understood that in case the

action takes place in some other government than the Isles,

"Len consoils l'auraiont proalablexent autoriso a donner dos

ordres a terre" but as roagrds the forces on the see, he is

in every case to be the commander (1)." The following is an

extract from a letter, also fr m Orry, written on the 29th

of January, 1745; "You will advise K. Dupleix of the part

ywzdecideto take. I hove given him the most precise orders

to scconi you tiallwhich depends on him (2)." In a letter

from the some to the same on the 25th of hovaiber, lV45, H.

Orry seys, "The Company has sent all the vessels to you and

left to You the power of their disposal, depending upon the

circumstances and the news from India." And further on,

"We do not care at all in what manner you may decide to use

this expedition (8).; It was then on those orders that La

-_.- /

(1) La B.lfiur pp. 248

< 2) u n n n 258

( 3) n u u l! 2,31
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Sourdonnais based his claim of non—subordination. Us ad

mitte\ that ho was to confer with H. Dufleix, but not to ac

cept his advice.

8. The question of the ind"pondonco of the isles was brought

forward only by La Era donnaia. Dupleix evidently consider“

ed it of no import as he nowhere denies it. Thus it may be

taken as a fact as for as it is of use in the present ques

tion.

E. The argmzcnt of Duploix and the Council.

Although Duplcix no'hero disputes the contention of

La Tourdonnais that the latter was not subordinate as re

rordod the isles, he certainly regarded ht: as such in India

itself. A letter, or rather an extract from a letter, to

La Bourdonnais written by Dupleix from Pondichory, on the

26:. of September, 1746, shows the attitude of Duploix on_

this question. He soys, "Vous ave: vu l'an dcrnier an orire

du roi pour quo les capitainee do vaisseao cussont a suivre

les votres ; nais cat ordre no change rien a celui proscrit

do tout t tp, qui veut quo tous les coxnandants dos vais

seaux de la oompagnie soicnt sous l'autorite du commandant

do I' L'Inde et du conseil superieur.”

The sentiment of the Council was the same as will be
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seen from the following extract from their letter to La Bour

donnais of the 28th of September : "It was unnecessary to

,give you orders to address yourself to the Superior Council,

since it is a law established in the beginning in India, that

all Who are subjects of the King can address themselves to

no one else. We know positively that you are not the tear—

nr of orders to the contrary. We know that the once which

the minister has given you, far from departing from this

custom, have hidden you to conform to it, saying that you

ought to have for M. Dupleix all the regards which his posi

tion, as commander in India. demands of honor. This pre—

caution of the minister, although he might have left the mat—

ter on the established footing, still more engages you to do

a: he desires (1)."

II. Attitude toward each other.

A. has La Bourdonnais will ng to help or not ?

'8. Was Dunleix willing to help or not ?

A. The question of La Bourdonnais' willingness to help

is one which is rather difficult to solve. As far as his

physical willingness was concerned, there can be no doubt of

his entire desire to forward the French cause up until the

(1) La B. u .. 292
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time he reached Pondichory. The vast amount of trouble he

was subject to in preparing the fleet for the voyage ; the

refitting of the fleet in the Bay of Antongil, after it had

been nearly destroyed by a tempest ; these are proofs of his

willingness to undertake the venture. And after his arri

val in India his actual work in the taking of Madras was a

further proof of his physical willingness. The only re

lapses were in his delays in taking decisive steps when his

fleet lay in the Pondiohery roadstends. But this is not by

the statement of La Beurdcnnais, that he had asked the Coun—

cil to choose definitely one of the two courses open to pur

sue and they had not done so. He had said in the letter

which asked for this decision, "The affair is too delicate

for so to take the sole responsibility of its outcome, it is

certainly enough that I do all that which depends on me. I

await therefore a vote of the Council which shall say that

it is important for the honor of the flag a d flue interests

of the Company to besie?e that city(fiadrae). without which

vote. I shall not depart (1)." According to La Bourdonnais

this was not answered definitely and was the cause of his de

lay. Once that he had determined to proceed against Madras

(1) Be 11:61“.
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there was no unwillingness shown until it was in his power.

The moral, if it may be so eallel, unwillingneso of La

tourdonnaie becaue apparent very shortly after his meeting

with Dupleix, and was probably induced by his dislike of the

appeara-ce or the reality of subordinaoy. his condemnation

or non—00nd“ nation therefore rests upon the question of subs

ordination or non—subordination discussed in the first para—

rraph of this chapter. Tut there is yet another proof urged

by Kalleson (l). The fact that he was bribed is charged an

a proof that he was not willing to oe-operate with Dupleix to

secure the best returns from the taking of Iadras, But be

the reason what it may, the fact must be conceded. Even

Birdwood, who defends La Bourdennaie on the bribery charge,

says, "The English might hen have lost India but for the

antipathy of La Tourdonnais for Dupleix, and the conclusion

of the peace of Aix la Channel is, and the deaths of the

Great Iogul, the Peehwa. and the Eizan ul hulk, 11 in the

same year. 1748, before the situation compromised by La Dour

ionnais could be regained (2).'

2. Was Dupleix willing to help or not ?

 

.
(l) Halleson, pp. 160

(2) Birdwood, pp. 242
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The first opportunity Dupleix had to show his willing

nees to assist in the enterprise was when La Bourdonnais ask

ed him for cannon and munitions. Dupleix did, as La Dour

donnais said, supply less than was demanded of him but his

reasons appear to be good ones. In a letter to La Bourdon—

nais he says, "The forces of the enemy may augment, from

Europe or from Bombayat the announcement of a general up—

roar, so that if souo ves~els of war should cone froh Europe

and some smaller vessels from Bombay, they will certainly be

in a condition to maintain head against you and to disable

some of your vessels, obliging you to take refuge in our

roadstead. What succor could it give you if deprived of its

great cannon ?'(1)

La Bourdonnais has charged Dupleix with depriving him

of tho Pendichcry troops on the eve of his departure for

imdres. Dupleixarguedthat La Bourdonnais had not inform

ed the Council of the destination of his fleet, and that he,

Dupleix, was unwilling to risk the fate of the city in allow

ing the troops to depart on a voyage, the aim of which he did

not know. In this position Dupleix was certainly Justi

fied as the letter of La Bourdonnais will show. The latter

wrote the Council on the eve of his departure thus : "As to

 

(1) La B. Mam. PP. 90
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the destination of my fleet, it (the Council) has no right to

interfere. I know what I ought to do and my orders have

been given for it to leave Pondichery this eveningtl).' ho

:ention of its destination is nade and Dupleix nay well have

been alarmed.

Beside the two instances given the willingness of Du—

pleix to aid, cannot beseriouslyquestioned and in flieso two,

he would seem justified in the course he took. His conduct

after the taking of Kadras was in harmony with the acts and

sentiments of the Council, and much of the unwillingness to

aid charged to his from his conduct after and about the ran

som by La Bourionnais was due to the two diverse points of

view of the two men. In h s refusal to ratify the treaty

Duploix Wes seeking the best means of obtaining from the

capture of Hadras a lasti“2 benefit for the Cohpany. And

from this point of view this was not secured by the treaty.

La Courdcnnais has ursed that in promising Kadras to the

Hawab, Dupleix hindered his actions. Dupleix defended him—

self in that matter thus : The hawab had forbidden the

French to ?onsess themselves of any English territory. In

the event of a treaty at the close of the war the French, if

they took it and held it, would probably be compelled to

 

(1) La B. Mom. pp. 100
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return Madras to the English as the Dutch had been compelled

to return Pondichery. By giving it to the Nawrb his friend

ship was assured. Therefore determining that if the French

were not to possess the city, the English should not, he do

terrined to offer it to the Nauab. If the English wished

it then, they could hnt‘le with the Harsh for it.

The general discussion of this question naturally falls

under the last topic of this chapter, and therefore only

several specific charges have been investigated.

III. The taking of Madras.

A. Did La Bourdonnsis do it independently or

as the agent of the Council ?

La Eeurdonnais has based his claim that he was inde

pendent and net the agent of the Council in the capture of

Madras upon the Commission of the King and the orders of the

minister, Orry (1). He also maintained that in as much as

the action did not tans place upon territory dependent upon

the Council of Pondichery he who independent of that Council.

The order of the minister re“’1, "Au cas que l'action so

passe dens quelque autre gouvernement que celui dos iles,

10s conseils l'auraient prealeblonent sutorise a donner des

 

(1) La B. Hem. PD. 248
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ordres a terre." (1) This La Eourdonnais said was CODOIUr

sive. To this was added the secret order of the minister

which read as follows, "It is expressly forbidden to H. La

Bourdonnais to preserve any captured place of the enemy (2)."

La Sourdonnais says, "After my instructions and such orders

I ought of necessity to believe that I needed no authori—

zation from H. Dupleix or his Council, since I was in the

establishzent of an encfiy, which was not at all dependent on

then (3)."

In answer to the argument that as soon as the French

flag was floated over Madras it became a French dependency,

La Bourdonnais says, "Iadras is certainly not a French col

ony but a conquest which I have just made and no one has the

right to contend there but myself (4)." He further argued

that this was impossible since he had been forbidden to

keep any captured territory of the enenios'.

The position of Dupleix and the Council was not at all

complex. They maintained that the minister had never given

to La ionrdonnais any orders which were contrary to the law

established in the beginning of Eastern colonization, that all

 

(1) La B. Hem. pp. 248

(9) La 3. Men. pp. 249

(3) La B. Hem. pp. 137

(4) La B. Hem. pp. 143
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who were subjects of the King could address th61801V03 to

no one but the Council. And that all were subordinate to

the Governor General of the Indes. They further urged that

as soon a: the French flag floate; over Zadras it was French

territory and under the sway of the Council. La Diurdonnais

himself in a letter to Dupleix, shortly after the capture of

the city COGICd to hold the sane view, although he later

denied it. The letter read, "You ought to compliment your—

self, nonsieur ; your cares and your attentions have contri—

buted much to the taking of that place (hadras)......lf ha

dras belongs at present to the French Ration, it is to you,

air, that she is indebted (1)."

As for the argument based by La Bourdonnas upon the

order of the secret instructions of the minister, forbidding

hi; to keep any conquest, Kalleeon has shown some interest—

ing facts. In the "Pieces Justificativos" contained in La

Bourdonnais' memoir, Mallescn he" pointed out the fact that

this is the only docmteht in the collection which is not

dated. The explanation offered by Halleson is, that the

order was issued in 1741, and under circumstances which jus—

tified its terms at that tine, but that it was of no force in

 

(1) La B. Hem. pp. 274
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1746, and La Bourdonnais, recognizing this has placed it in

he memoirs without the date, thus allowing a false estiratc

of its value in the Iadras question to be formedtl). But

granting its propriety as a justification, was it not con

plied with by Dupleix when he stated to La Dourdonnais that

he did not intend to keep the city, but hal offered it to

the Bench (2) ? The case is equally strong in either view.

B. Could La Bourdonnais make a treaty and accept terms or

not ?

Was Kadras French soil or not ?

These questions are so interwoven with the ones of

subordination and his being the agent or not of the Council,

that upon the answer accorded to them depends that of this

question. The only new point to be considered is that con

tained in the letter of La Bourdennais to Dupleix. He says

in this letter. "Whether I am right or wrong I believed my—

self able to accord a capitulation to the Governor of that

lace. I would be the first soldier who had not the power'3

to make conditions to those who had defended the walls of

which he had made himself master (2).” This in itself is

) Halloson, PP. 152(1

(2) La Bour. Hem. pp. 130

(3) La Bour. Hem. pp. 308
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correct but the question as raised by Dupleix is a broader

one, and as said, its answer depends on that of the previous

question.

C. Was La Bourdonnais bribed ?

Bribery was one of the charges brought against La Bour

donnais on his return to France. His grandson. speaking of

this in his edition of the memoirs of La Bourdonnais, says,

"As for his pretended treason, it consisted in a sum of

100,000 pagodas, said to have been given him by the English

in order to obtain advantageous tenns. It was M. Savage,

Councillor of Hadras, who imparted this knowledge under the

seal of secrecy to Dnplcix and his nephew. This nephew

brought the accusation. By a very singular chance, Savage

was the only one of the Council of Hadras who no longer was

alive when the suit was heard, and consequently, the only one

from whom no denial could be obtained (1)." The grandson

further says the accusation was only supported by Dupleix

and his nephew. Also that there were many Jews and others

in Kadras who were said to have been oonpellcd to contribute

to the sun so alleged to have been given, and he asks, why

did they not eorplain when Dunlcix broke the terms of the

(1) La B. Mom. pp. 224
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treaty thus dearly purchased ? This was practically what

happened, although after the trial of La Bourdonnais was fin

ished and so of no value in that trial. Ualleson urges that

if the facts which_were later brought to light, had been

known at the ti;e of the trial, the result would have been

far different (1).

The facts referred to arose in a case which was the re

sult of the refusal of the directors of the East India Com

pany to meet the bonds on which he sun required for the ran

som of Madrae was obtained, on the grounds that the bonds had

been given, not to save the Cohpany's, but the private pro

perty of the Governor and his council. The case which is

known as case 81, was brought in 1752, and the papers are now

in the India office.

The matter of tho bribery is dismissed by La Iourdon

naie' grandson in a very few pages (the gist of which has

been given above.) It is not mmztioned in the Memoir of

Dupleix nor in the Esaay of Hanont. The only authorities

at hand upon which to base an examination of the charge are

the articles of Malleson and Birdwood. Both of these gen—

tlemen base their arguments upon the Law Case in the India

 

(l) Malleson. hp. 587. The citation will be Found in

either hall. or Bird. Hall. from 587 on ; Bird. 24? seq.
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Office, quoted above. Birdweod has attempted to disprove

Halleson to prove the charge (1 a 2).

Since the case is the bone of contention, the articles

in it, which bear upon the case of bribery are here given in

full. In Folio 8, Mr. Morse, late Governor of Hadras, in

a letter to a committee of the court of Directors, says,

"I take this occasion to inform you, apart, that in that

transaction. (ransom of Eadras) we were under the necessity

of applying a further sum than that publicly stipulated by

the articles which affair, as it required privacy, was by the

Council referred to myself and Ir. Mensch to be negotiated."

Hr. Henson in a letter to the Directors says, "I am to

acquaint you that in treating for the ransom, we were given

to undo stand that a further sum was necessary to be paid,

beside that mentioned in the public treaty. You will.easily

imagine that it required to be conducted with some degree of

secrecy. ......Part of the neney so borrowed was actually

paid to the person so treated with and the rest was disburs—

ed in defraying the charges of the garrison."

In Folio 5, Mr. Ldward Fowke, who refused to sign the

bonds given for this money, says, "I could have consented so

 

(1 a 2) M. a B. as before quoted.
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far as five or six lacs, —————--Kadree is but a tributary city.

--—-Therefore for your honors to be loaded with such a none

trous sum—----wouid I on afraid have a bad effect, especially

with a little'zoney laid out among the great men, which the

French know pretty well how to place."

Folio 10. In the examination of several of the bond

creditors they say. "That heard and believe that the then

President (Yr. Heree)---—fiid after the 10th of September.

1740. agree to give and :ay La Sourdonneis 83,000 pagodae—--—

Hot to exempt private goods, but that the em: was given an a

douoour or present on behalf of the East India Company, with

the vie? to reduce the anount of the ransom insisted upon by

H. La Bourionnais."

In Folio 11.the sane creditors say, "They do believe in

their oonsci noes that the saia nu; agreed to be paid La

Dourdonnais has entered into for the benefit of the Company."

Folio 13. Francie Salvadore, executor for Jacob Sal—

vadore, says,'He don't know but hath heard and believes that

the said President and Council did after the 10th of Septem

ber, 1746, agree to give or pey to the iee of H. La Bour—

donnais, the sun or value of RP,000 pagodae-—-—.'

Folio 21. In rejly to certain questions, Hr. Honeon
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says, "no, the said Kr. Konson, having afterward, (after the

treaty had been settled) heard from 3. La Douraonnais that

hey must pay him down 100,000 pagodca, if they expected the

performance of the agreement, he inform d the Council, who

after a deliberation, agreed to pay it.—-—-.'

Folio 23. Zr. Fowke says, "30 (Hr. Fowko) is a strang—

er to the tayment. but don't doubt the money being paid.“

The above are all the Folios which bear directly on the

case.

In his confutation of the charge of the bribery, Bird—

wood says that in the whole case, Folio 83, in the only one

which is evidence of any money having been paid to La Bour—

donnais by way of dusturi. His reason is that. excepting

Mr. Fowke, the others are out of court since they were per—

nonally interested in the issue. He also says, Mr. Fowke

would be likewise if it were proven that he was a sleeping

partner with his brother Joseph, who was one of the bond

creditors. But, he rhould have added, has not been proven.

Birdwood further says, "La Sourdonnais was probably

quite capable of accepting a dusturi or d uceur. It was the

universal custom of the time. It was one of the perquisites

of public office. It seems very probable that in consider
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ation of La Bourdonrais' "politeness in exempting Ladras from

yillsge" {quoting the case frou memory) the Governor and

Council agreed to nake him a private present of 88,000 Dav.

godas. That this money was mostly otherwise oxpended--~-—-—

and a difficulty having arisen about its refunding, by the

Directors, it was plausibly pleaded that it was paid La tour

donn:is to secure the execution of the treaty (1)."

Iallcscn answers these arguments as follows : he says

that the ROFbOTH of the Council were no snore on their own

defence than a member of the council of the present day

would be. if asked to narrate certain transactions in which,

by virtue of his office, he had taken a prominent part. Who

but fir. Horse and fir. Henson could have revealed the nego

tiations between themselves and La Bourdonnais ?-------The

then late Governor and his Council state that La Bourdonnais

insisted on a bribe (sec Folio 3, 4 and 21 quoted by Sir

George Birdwood), they formed the eoumittee to mlioh the

negotiation was intrueted ; and their statement is practical

ly eonfirmei by the men to whom they appliei to raise the

honey (see Folio 10). Their colleague, Ir. Fowko, although

a stranger to flie payment. expresses his belief that the

(1) Bird. pa. 245. Halleson, pp. 596
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money was paid (l).'

Col. Halleson also places stress upon the fact that if

the evidence brought forward in this trial had been present

ed at the trial of La Bourdonnais theresultwould have been

far different.

The suggestion of Birdwood that this money may have

been given as dasturi or a douoeur by the members of the Ca—

dras Council, and as a priVate affair is untenable. La

Bourdonnais had been offered by the Pondichery Council to

disregard all attempts at ransom, If then he accepted under

these circumstances any sum of money whatever, it can be

called nothing but a bribe truthfully. And such a trans—

action was neither a custom of the time nor yet one of the

perquisites of office.

The suggestion that it was fmom the private purse of

the Governor and his Council, as Malleson points out, fool

ish and even were it so. the idea in the gift would have

been the same sinze the influence of moncy is the same be it

given publicly or privately.

The conclusion seems inevitable that there was more than

pique or wounded vanity which emboldened La Bourdonnais to

(l) Malleson, pp. 596
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assume the attitude toward Dupleix that he did. And which

caused him to persist in this attitude in the face of all the

entreaties and commands of Dupelix and the Council. There

must have been some internal influence and a powerful one

too, to have stimulated him throughout the long weeks from

the Zlst of September to the 18th of October. And in his

last act, he signed the treaty and asserted that the Council

of Pondiohery had agreed to it, when he had in possession a

letter from that body emphatically refusing to accept two of

its most important terms. And yet at the same time the

strongest plea La Bourdonnais makes in his Memoirs in defence

of this very act, is that he had pledged his word to the Ia—

dras Council and that his honor was at stake. he refused to

break his word to the Madras gentlenen, but he did not hesi

tate a moment to lie deliberately, in saying that the Pond

icherv Council had given its consent to the terms of the

treaty. And an equally stranre thing is that until the

twenty—third of September, he nowhere speaks in his letters to

Dupleix, of his word being engaged to ransom the city, but

on the contrary, says that he holds it at his discretion.

In his Memoirs, however, he says that he pledged his word to

that effect on the twenty-first (l).

 

(1) La sfuem. 119
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If the fact is forgotten that La Bourdonnais was the

Adniral who conquered seemingly insuperable obstacles at the

Isle of France and at the Bay of Antongil ; who, as Hamont

says, was "Splendid in power and decision on the bridge of

his own ship." If these things are forgotten and we, like

Teufelsdrookh, look for the man unclad, the affair resolves

itself into this simple question : Were the orders of the

King and minister of a character ambiguous enough to support

the man La Bourdonnais, in a contention, one issue of which

was worth to this men in the neighborhood of 200,000 dollars?

There can be but one answer.

IV. The possibility of the whole trouble beina due to the

difference in character and career of the two men.

It is immaterial what the sequences of the Madras af

fair were doc to, as regards this tonic. bht there can be no

doubt as to the cause of their coxmoncement. It lay in the

inherent differences in the two men. La Rourconnais was,

above all, the man of action. Prompt in council. used to

cmnzanding and to seeing his will obeyed, and it was as

Hamont says, IUpon the bridge of his vessel, fortified with

letters of marque and armed for the fray, that he was splen

did in power and decision. Then he had not to arsed a rival
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than he was not conpelled to bow to the laws of a hierarchy

insupportablo to his pride (1)." Put in commanding La Bour

donnais had forgotten how to obey.

The character of Duplcix is in striking contrast. He

had early cast the horoscope of India and accepted the re

sult as his religion. It was to make the French power the

doninant one in India. A master in council, an adopt in

diplomacy, he 'knen neither hate nor affection. he obeyed

only the interests of state and saw in the conquest of India

only a series of political combinations, of diplomatic per

fidies and of manoeuvres to execute unfcelingly against cer

tain positions, the downfall of which meant final succeee(2)."

Men were the pieces in the gaze he played. The end wrs with

him ever the justification of the means. His genius was far

from that of the soldier. It was the genius of statesman

ship.

It was well nigh impossible for natures so antipodal to

ever harmonize.

(l) Hamont Hem. Dup. pp. 35

(:2) Idem pp. ac
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FRANCIS FORDE.

Francis Force sprang flow a family the earliest member

of when we havz an; trace, was hiohoias Force of Cool

groan], of the county of Eovioro, cinininf fclot extraction.

The only date that remains to us 01 him, is that of his

death in 1605.

Francis was trc second son of Mathew Force, of Scaioroa

county Down, and Anna, the daughter of Iilliae Srowniow,

of Lengan, who were married in 1695. at has the desooneant

cf Nicholas Force, in the fifth generation and was one oi a

family of six ohiinran. Strange as it ta; scam there is

no record of tin onto of tin birth out it is stated that in

1728 he carried a widow, firs. Martha George and left

issue. (i) This is improbable for he is iiist centioned

in the the, List as havinq coon a;;oint2o a cagtain in

...........................................................

(l) Burke. vol. I. S. V. Force.
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Adlcrcrrn's 39th ro:1mcnt on the 50th of Aoril 1746. This

was tLn firfit rn~itent of tho King's arm; ever sent to

India. (I) It was uespatuhed u, silliaw Pitt tu give did

to the East India Campang 1n the struvpie with tna French

in Poutterv Iniia an: arrived at Macras in Seatemoer

1754. (2)

C: Hovcmsnr 13, I756 he was promoted to as major in

this r~fiinent. its ftryt anpcarnnta in inflc -lnuian

history, was as tbq couaanczr of a raall forue which met

Garnet at Nellore. It is wortLJ OI not; that Ford: who

was to ca thn fnmOuS victor of Condore and cidorra, and

con: errr a! Hasulipatam =hould haza entered upcn such

a famous and brilliat L?IQCI nith an unsuccessful wuvtwsnt.

It tappcnac in this manner: In 1757, NaJiD-dlla

Khan, the Goverxor of Ballots, roseliqa a~airst the Authorit,

of his brother the Nawab. An army of 10,300 man was

marchac aiainst him, includino a continiant under the cotwanc

...............................................................

(1) Die. “at. 330g, S. Y. Fords.

1’ I).





(‘1

of Fords, which consisted of 100 Ectopeans, 56 Raiiirs,

(l) 300 S poys, one 15 pounner, three Spouncers and a

howitzer. (Q)

The Sopoys were sent over land to Kistnepatam, :nc

Forde processed by sea xitt the remainder of his troops

for its saws place, where the housesaries lor the wares of

twelve miles to Neilore were secures. Iha for? was about

tric- as lvric as Madras. It had five sites, and was

surroerded, by a thick sud wall. Lrounc the WhOl) was a

dry ditch. (E)

Nailt-ulla left the town to co defences by a garriscn

01 5,300 of Iis mCfl, assisted c, twtnt, Frfihehbéfl from

Hasulipdtum. (4)

Fire was opened upon the iort on the so of May, anc

upon the St! a practical breech Was mace, and at the break

of ca], the assault took place. Such a strct; defense

.‘III....I.........OIIUOQOIIQIQOQQOIII.‘I..........II..IC

(l) Oreo.

(2) Hunter, vol. X, p. 263.

(5) Camoridse, cc. 110-111.

(4) Hunter, vol. X, 263. S. V. Nellore.
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was made, and so waruly was the assaulting party received,

that it was obliged to {all back. The result uijbt have

seen cifiorunt had not its Sepoys disolayec the utmost

cowardice. In the first place they aould ap;roach no

closer than 50 or 60 oaoes to the breach, and is the second,

when the fire was hoitest, and the contest [or the possession

of trewall the fiercest, trey {lee toware tn: cattery,

CI tie Europeans, forty were killoc and wounded, together

with accet iiity Caiiirs and Sepoys. ill these were

wounded in such a way or to be unfit for present action.

Troops awe asuunition now being greatly diminishes, Porno

st0cped all further proceedings until he shoule hear from

the governor and council at Madras.

Hcanwhile the French had ta on up a cosition very near

Madras. This being the case, it was useless that it 033

east to glue up the undertaking, aha Force was ordered to

join a detachment of 303 men sent to the southward, to

prevent the cesicns of the enemy uoon Tricninopoli, and

also to sorts as a carrier cetWeon the French ioroe in the



   

 



(7‘

£1911 and Fort St. Ccorwe. (1)

Robert Clive :erceived Force's wraat military acillties

anc it was upon his exp ess invitation that Fordo rasi nod

his uommissiun in too IQJJI arwj [or one in the East India

COmffiflj'S sartiue iv Juno 1735, and proceeded to Enngal,

in order to act as second in comuand to Clive in that

PIOSiGQDUj, ano to L0 reauy to suocead Clive Yinsclf as

OOwfianfiér in uhicf in case oi ‘Ccd- (2)

En romairer at Caluu+ta until Ootobar 1156. when he

was solcctod ;, Clivx to load an exposition into the

Hortrorn Circars, which resulteu in hi2 orilliant victor,

at Cunéorc, and hi: [2-0us ans %ar1n~ @a.*urfi of Hasulipatam.

.IQIOQOQII...ICC-III.iQOOOIIOCCQQIUU.QOOIOIOIOOOUIUIQQIIOI..

(1) Cambridge, 111-112.

(2) D10. Rat. fiiag. S. V. Fcrho.



 



CHAPTCR II.

it LLB LSD KASULIPATAM.

in order to disc 55 those events, rowel; ll: Battle 0!

Condcre, ;n: the Ca ture of hasultoatam, it is necessary

t) uncerutand tlo position in which Colonnl Clive was

claoaa, and tt~ oonlltion oi t?o oountr,, its Aortteln

Clrcars, toqntnnz Lith the affairs of {la lrench.

The fate of th: Soutlern part of the peninsula, colon

tic river iisina had virtuall, been decided a; Ulivo's

victory at have lpak.
*1

>4. (9

Tre tel or , lJlnf ea;¢;en that riter anJ u“;

Vinthagan rang». FGQmGd likelg to remain under French

influence. it hainiraoar, the Mareuis cc ictey. the aslest

of French generals of tilt time. find a roall, great soldier,

xiplolat and SlutcSmafi ex:rt fl :trvzi influence, being on

tLe uOSt intimate terms with tteSuz-hcar o! the Deooan

or Zizam Salabat Jonr as he aa: cognnrly ral'ed.
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The Franch, however, were relfiiv~d 1! an; necessity

of rolging uuon the fava: of the Subahdar, a; having

suppressed an intri~ua of it? Minister 0! the Subahdar,

and having dictated tnoir own terms, by wl1ch the; gaincc

central 01 the provinces of Ellore, Shrikakollm, KOhGdgalli,

and hurtazanaqar. Thas» territories randnred the French

rast'rs of {La ~reatast iolinion, scth in extent and lalue

rat had ever ueen possessed in Hinuostan by §u10geans. (I)

This district Buss; rulec wall for a little over {our

yaars, from 1755 to 1758. 5n: of his lirs! carts was

to 2XpQI the 187 English who remaineu ieur Husuligatam.

AJOut tuc )36 of Lgrll 1758, the Count de Lall) drrivca

at Ponélchfirry, intending to drive the English out of

Southern India. He armored Buss; ta some at once to

Arcot, ans sent tha karqvis dc Contlaus to taka tho post

thus Vacatsfl. “t tnc same time he IdmOVéd the French

agent at Hasnliputam, N. Horacln.

.QOOOOOO’QUI.’I.i.l0.0.0....00IO.Gill...IQIQOIIIIOIOOOI...

(l) Crmc.
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H. dc Conflaus was new to Indian aiilirs. in 4&3 a stranger,

and had to deal with strange poopia. Imufiflidtél; uame the

news that tha vain French army has retruatcu from Tanjure.

This information led to tie belicf in the minds of

several of thv robins 01 Ln? native court of the uizam,

that :re tine had acme whvn the power 01 the

be overthrown.

Even :9forc tussy nan TaCdllCQ’ financraz Gajapati,

Raja of Vizianagram , the son of tkn Sunahaar from Whum

the QUVQrfimflflt lad ;~en wresteu o, the Fransh, entered

into ocuuunicatior with tLe Envlisn in Madras anu in Bengal.

The retreat of the French ffCw Tanjore than jeuiceu

him to COhJChCG operations on his own acuuunt. Thereiore

on tbn 26 n! Sep?@mter 1753, he took posqessian of Vizaga

patnm and raised the inglish fiag. He inkeoiatsl) sent

ward to Calcutta oi whaL he tau dons and asked ior sritlsn

help, to drive the Franck from the Northern Clrcars. "1th

one axccption thw Calcu‘ta Council d¢emed such a proposition

shwer madnflss, as Bengal at that time was in canéar 01 an

invasion 0; ins Shatzada, he uldust son 0! tne urcat

Huqhal and bpfiidfls tb~ freling 1n flursbidapad, the capit:l





(O

of the Less: of cecgal was also hostile. Tre one oXccgtion

was the lovcrnor, Rocsrt Clive,

Pealizin~ the great benefits which migkt :0 derived

[res thor~ territories, to Iinall, carried his goint in the

council. (1)

iftar it had been dsoidod that t?e anglish should take

a hand in the aifelrs in the Northern Ciroars. it was necessary

t1 {its a can hhw s?ou1c L3 thorou-Bl; competent to taki

char;e of "cut an exgedition. It was lepessiclc {or Clive

him *1! to v0, 3% he tad tc rcsai" to mare oii the 6?115

whicb were threateninr Eenral.

Ferdw was just the men {or the place. Ls has o;on

scan be bad Lees SUukOflEfi from Learns throu h Clivc's

to Clive himself

Iriecis‘ip to take us the post of scenes in coa.andAin

Benfal. Fords wa‘ ncx, in October 17o5, QIQJIOfi to set

sail for Vizagapatsm and arise the Franc! from the flcrttcrn

Circars. His comaand was ocmcoses as follows - 530

Euroseins, being five comoacias of tta Cesgacj‘s BJDgal

Euroczan regiment, eve COmjifl) oi Eurepwan artillery,

1500 SopoJs, or acccrdin*
.‘J

to SOQG astn ritics QuGO, six short

6-pounders, 1 towitzor, fevr 24_pcnndvrs, {our 16—,cuncors,





10

one 8 inch wortar ana two rlyfll mortars. (1)

1h» companies 0! the Bengal European Regllont 4ere

under liq COm$Jfid of Cajtaln hiqet, and tha fizn Incizldual

companlns warn uncar CaptainsPisare, Xartin, Eorka, Holt

iuore any Ldgtdln-Lluutnnant ?.tri¢k horan. (2) The two

Ecnval €epoy :atlallons ufitfi co &:ndcd h; Cawtains Kn)x

and Hgolaan ann tzcro ware with tha force fiumfi unreilwenleu

companics of butlVi SupOJS. (C) The COwmhRJQr of the

artlLl;rj Iorse is not na ad alllaugt uention la mace of

Ca tainjrIPtol an adVQfiturer wl\ CUmRAfldéd aoout fort;

TOHQIqd" Zulopcans wltl th; (our guns ol tsa Edda Ananuraz

(4). Ar. Jchnstonc of the Bengal Civil baraioa :u0049anieu

Forcq as walltloal officwr, (5) and was wounded a‘ Condore.

Fordw n-p=rio§ Irflh Cnlcwlta Sctobar 12th anu arrlxcd

at Lia Cqsiiffitlun an aha 20th. (6) Prob this time an,

(1) Cambridyn, 209.

(2) Innes, p. 74.

(5) WilFOR, vol. I, p. 129.

<4) :19111, p. 145.

(5) lanes, p. 74.
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Fords was called, Colenol, in anticipation 01 the golonal's

OOmMisslnn anion Cli\b had promised him from the Last India

Comsany. On his r turn ta Calcutta he was sitter};

aisapoointeu tu find that the aireotors 0! LL: CUkpaL),

hafi rcfusua to bonfiru his 00mmi€510n in thair sar»1ca, and

tint Eyre Cootu, lormarlj “is J nior, in the King's 59th

or Adlercron's Rezimcnt hag QtL!R3d to Inaia w;th the ranl"f

of Liautenant-Qolcnel in tne king's sarxice anc in command

of a line rajikcnt. (I)

Conflaus tau under him a wall-seasoned bony cf troops,

wuo tau serveu uncnr Bussy, gut ha celayou skncing tLcu

tu crush the insurrzction under Anandraz,fcarlh; that he

was in aan;cr {TOM a formidable reueiliun. Ham La marchad

upon inn Raja, i.madiatsly upon the receipt ul inc news

of the insurrection, he souls in all p10;2;111t; have

put an Ohu to the movauent, and woulu in an; base have

reached Vlzagapatau 20m: L335 pricr to tLn departure of

£20 Lnqi sh fr¢m Calcutt¢. gut he waiteu, asking Lally

...................................... ..................

(1) Dic. Nat. 510g. S. V. Farce, $131. 19, p. 4'27.
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{or more txoogs, ontii he laarneu that horaoin at inc L;»Q

of 350 “an was on his Ta, to suwport tia. Col, than die

he statt tor Rafa Mahendri. Both tte Eh~l§st ate the

Rafa Lad taken advantzdo of this delay of six hsrZSQ

knahtraz Fa; uncer til only flOOdt 6600 pearl, arlod wdn,

who LOJIO not fave withstood a French attack. Several

En ll Y a~cntc tac hurrieo forward to Anandraz to announceto

Foloe': Cu;lnfi, and to ;rc:ar~ tle ClaLE Eor 1L: troops.

Negotiations were also :tir' on unucr tie char=e oi Ir.

Lnnrovs oi tf- Cinil ieixioe rrc"arat013 to slcnin; the

treatj. .1: terms to ulio' t’:

one Ilia! on the 19th of Cotcbar 1755, to si~nec, are as

{3110;82—

h2*? to :1, it~ extra ex anaas of tie British

are, ourir* the tlmfi it 5NOuld be 0 file; c - 5000 pounes

a month - an: pa; the officers youole batta - CLO pounes

a tenth, these 5:12 bola: raywble ac Sven 15 the Rain

Shool~ t: rut in possession of th* tow; of R: 3 l1 h near.
0

Q. The Raj; to QM passasseo of all inlanc territorJ

:uleL;l£; to the country “overs, not the Cannon; to retain

all tlq Jerooaat fro» Vira~aywiam to Hasulipn'am with
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severwl L~x“3 nwd fiflrts an that line.

8. 30 tv@a*, fur sussequart c1€$0§nl or r~st1tution

whether of ta Haja's or Company's poséa>sions to Le “lee

Wi‘*-O\H 4%- c'rh-r‘"‘ hf t-‘wth parties.

4. $1! “1!?312 2rd wrizq to Le ‘:|allJ ulviicu. (1)

C‘PIIRUi in LOViGE forrnru saw that 91 nan ifidL Lib

u gQYtUflit; for oxushing Anandraz, Ann tkexafore waterline:

to fortify fia~21f in a Conflflpdifif petition. Ha eléuiad

a place acwu? fort, L110: £rnn RAJ} na nzncri, Whiuh

cwmaanded all tfe unproackcs 90 Viznga~ntz . Hn Lag unzar

Mm 500 Eur'amavw, 6030 Muvn Mfrn’rq, 55c nativr- cr-valr,

with ssmP artillnr;. On Dpnfihtér E, Cnln'-l F r'e, as

to ‘s cmll~~, arrived with 470 Eur0fcans, nnc EQQO SGQOJS.

Eitr hi; -as Amandraz. who had fioinac him it Kasiu Kata on

Novenuér 3, with “in 49 I-rcpsahs, 5 009 Jen‘ 530 horsemen

and [OFT zv's.

Firming Curflaus pcriiinn too strung to :0 @ttaoked

Ferde fsr+if101 h1m=~lf thre\ or {our Lllqs iron in; Fre*ck

camp, 0? to D~~';b2r 8, ro‘hing was dawn, aapn gart,

..OCOOIIIIIO.IIIQOIOIIOOOCOOUQOIIOOQIOIIDOOIIDIOOIUIQIOQIIOQIO.

(1) Innos, p. 5.
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thinkin: the 0th 2 too str>ng to be attacxrd. 3903 ttat

day each cohuandor rwtnlvfld to uaka 3 suuuen movJ. Conilaus

rwsolvac to fortify 1 wuall hill svertuckix; Fvrou's tau? ,

t0 Opflfi fire upvn th~ catp, and in the con{;sio<, whicn Le

{alt Rut" vautd fozloa, huaed to waLe an asvault with his

mlih evcy. Fordm ivtwqu¢m to rflaotc his wntirt arm, to a

pcttt 1tout tLrzo mil-d fr»; CQRCJIE. I! tu;:: vtan; L30

Q-Ci Lfifliil 0;t 6XJ\tl~, The FIuLQL hOuiu Lat: -ecn foiled.

DJ

2‘ ttc Haj; 1rvt dd n! startifi; at thi afvfiintei tine,

r trirzc c {cw rour> 1v»;cr in camp. Farce hac laft,

the Raja's camp was peacvlullJ sivnping, “133 inc Zilu flow

ttw Frurut rwvs was opu"ed u;a" it. Ce IUSIQJ i.mnctatclj

'n€ 1d, a~6 wflsflrnwavu were se~t tn Tardc, a=;;]n; hit to

return. 1%. “Carlw' tin firinj, has air~¢:, Luiuvfl .nuh

and ant ire Raga nnu ht: {otoos who tad @aen hurrJin; attar

him. Tv~@‘t=r thqj nartteu t9 Cancwvr. (1)

Corflats thtrlirv tha‘ he had pvt tie that: toJJ to

loutn dfit:rtiutu to CJ’FUU. luickl; fordiué Y‘s mun Le

narrrflfl a“ Co*care, thtit was hazc b, Forct. Thu latter

preparnd to 11:0 :attle. in tFc center “qr; tz’ Lgrapeans;

.I‘.Q'....l..IQIOQ’IOIQOQIQCQC.0IOIOIIUQICOOIOOOOQOQ...IQ...I

(l) Mglleson, :. 5;.



  

 



to the_ri;ht anu loft were the native traineu iroogs, and on

oath flanks warn the Faja's raw levies who soon dGOampGd

and hid in a hollow. The Europeans were o1tirell, con

cealed in a field of Indian corn and tn» native troops were

dressed in red, both of which facts had much to do in

bringinz about the Fronch defeat. Conflaus directed a

vigorous attack upon the res coatoc natives, whom no

ooléévod to :0 Europeans, ana put thew to flight. Thinking

this had won fhn day Conflaus pursued the fleeing SepOjS

The pursuing platoons were suddenly confronted by the

solid lines of the English, who opened a withering fire

uoon them. The French broke and ran. On the left Poroe

moved up to support his Sepoys who showed signs of weakening .

Rallying thum, he hotly oulsued the French, capturing their

artillery nnc thus winninz the day. Eut tho camp still

remained tobe attacked. In this novenent the Raja could

not to induced to take part, so Fords gathered tOAetner

his own $0p0)$ ano moved forward to attack.

is soon as the Englis! were soon a few shots were

fired Upon them, Iron the cntronchec Camp, near Tallepool,
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ana than every man in the camp fled in confusion toward

Raga mu hondri, leaving everything in the hancs of tha

9 1025 was one officer, Captain Acnet and Iiituun

man of ttw Eengal Euroceans and four officers anu thirtj

hen of the sanq regimant wounded and about one hundrcc of

the Sengal SepOjs were killed or w0unded. (1)

Condore was won 50101, through the genius and rcsoiution

of Fords. He had oarvfl much and <uocceced because he

dared, and lastly, be Coulu r01, upon himself , and upon his

troocs. (2)
¢

Ha sent Captain Knox with a Battalion of 509038 to

follow up thsvanquished, who had gathered at Raja “a nanari.

Sut the latter were to frigbtened to maka an, resistance

50 durlnq the niq‘t all but fifteen asuaped across the

Goaavari river. Conflaus himself fled to hasulipatam.

00.00.0000.000.000.0000.... OOIIOQOIOIOOOIOIIOOQIOOOOQQIOIUQ

(1) Innus, o. 79.

(2) The authorities used for the cattle at Condore are

Malloson, p. 81-87,Gamhr1dge, p. 204-206, Ormc, vo1.113

p. 576-582, lnnas,p. 76-79 and Neill p. 145-148.
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Captain Knox, a; tne order of Forms, in campiianue aitn

the terns of the treat, of the 15th of Cctooer, gave Up

Bajauatondri to the Raga inandraz, who aopointec Castain

:ristal to be its Governar, and this niiiccr took charqa

of tha sick ana woundeu, the stores, artiiior, ana tbs

bafga7q 0i Forde's arm]. (I)

Forda's work of 0Xpcliing the French from ihe Northern

Ciruars was now half iinishen. There still romainca tnc

strangholc of Hasulipatam, fro; which he must dislodge

the Frfinoh. (Q)

Fords was anxious to follow up limesiatel, tho auvan

tags which the victory at Condore had given him my marching

dirwotly upon Mzsulipataw, which cowtained a strong garrison.

Conflaus in spite of his losses was gainin; coura e, for

he had received intazii--no¢ that Horacin was coming by

sea to his assistance at the head of 5,3 man and that

Salabat Jang, the Hiram or Subahaar oi the Deccan was

.............................................................

(1) Cambridge, p. 205.

(2) Malleron, p. 89.





also ochin? to rig surport as a result of Jrfont entreaties.

(1)

uut Forde's main diitioult; was the lack of funds.

Anancraz had stomised to make the firet paJWQnt, according

to the treat). as soon as he sfould be put in possession

a: the fort of Raja La tandrl, and Force reIJiug u;on his

word had lent him 20,00) runnes. :efnra 7011* *o Egstu Kata

HO% Ford: Has entirvll) castitute or cash bui still rQIJing

upon the Taja : premises he crossed the Godavari on the

256 of Loptumber, bopin~ to reach Easulipelau before the

French had recov"!"d {rqm tleir defeat, The Raja neither

Iu1lowed nor scnt any ;oneJ, anc as Forms cuulc nut ~o
i:

on without sityer, is has on tLe 26th 0! DCQGQCE! to recross

the rivrr, uwoh to Pin disgust.

The Haja fearing that Fords had roturwnn to punish

nim lieu to tL¢ hills. Force camping at Pocaapur. (2)

Here he raceirwd 20,?03 runecs {rem Mr. Andrews, who went

DOQQOOOIOI'..0.IOO‘O.I’IOOOIIOOOIOOOOO0.0000...0........0...IO

(l) Malleson, p. 91.

(2) Orme, p. 472-472, vol. III.





1-med1atelg to the Raja and b, slight changes in the treaty

proouroc {rot him 6000 rupees in readj maney and bills at

ten days {or 60,300 tore.

The Raja atoompanied Hr. Andrews back to caug, and on

tle 25th of January, 1759, after flity_ days had seen lost

the two armies moved toward Hasulipatam. :ut no“ thu

French had had time to thopanghly recover from their defeat.

(l)

Conflaus should have made over; rasistance ta the

approaching army, and one station wnich he might nave hela ,

or at least made an endeavor to hold was Ellore. But

strange to say he orderec it to be vacated, and draw all

tls troops into Masullp tam. Tho onl; place lortlfied

was Narsipln twenty miles south-east of Ellore.

This place was colmanded by K. Panneau, a man of the

Conflaus tJpo. Du Rochcr with an "arm, of OLSGIVQtiQn"

has takew up a position nearl, thirty miles due west of

Elloro. Narsipm, with a garrison of 500 was thus nearlj

isolated, and Fords resolved to take it before it could

(I) Orme, p. 478.
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be relcivod. He therefore sent Captain Lnox with a oattaiion

of SGPOJS to capture it. b, threats, the Zaminoar of the

cistriot was made to all; himnelf with the English, upon

hearing which Pdnneau aaanoonec Harsipin, destroyed all

aurunition not nueced, an: hurries to Du nooher. Leaving

a Ion men to garrison the place, Knox returned to Forde. (1)

On the 18th of April the Raja to prevent a quarrel

with whom, Forde too aliowea to have his own ta, in marching,

arrived, art it was not until March 1, that theJ were

read, to start out.

On the 3d they cane upon a small out strong tort,

called KonKal which was garrisonea by 15 Frenchmen and two

conpanies of Scpoys. An assault upon the place was made ,

and after a sharp fight it was taken, Du Escher oonin; up

too late to 06 oi anJ assistance, and rinsing that out ,

drew ofi. A small iarrison was left, and Forde narched

on toward Hesulipataw. (2)

Conilaus has tak n up a strong position in a town

neariJ two m11"$ iron the fort. It w:s oapacie oi oeing

..............................................................

(l) Mallescn, p. 92.

Orme, p. g,
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easilJ defended, had an abundant water supplJ, and in case

a retreat should be necessary, the guns of the fortress

would offer their protection.

But Conilaus neakonsd as Horde cake up, and with.

drew into tn doienses oi the fort. This was capable of

offering a prolonged defense. it was in the slope oi

an irregular parallelogram, about 800 52rds in leogth and

from BOO-duo broad. It was nearly a mile and a half fYOm

the sea, on tro bank of a small inlet and no: surrounded on

the other three sides b, swamps. Tho outlines oi the work

consisted oi eleven bastions of different sizss, surrounded

by a wet ditch: the escarp and countersoarp were of earth

laced with masonry. On the eastern and western sides

were ranges of sand hills, and uoon those in the east, Force

began to erect his batteries. The; rare about ovO Jorcs

from the fort. The erection of these took IIO¢ tho 7th

to the 25th of March, and GUTIRZ all this time he was

subjected to the most discouraring reports. Du Rasher

threatened to march u;0n Rajamahcndri, which he at length

did, :ristol Vacating the place and this so terrified

the Raja that he refused to advance a rupee: the treasure





chest Qa$ omptjl the SuoaLdar of tho Deccan was approaching

with 4000 man. In addition to this, his own troops

threazaneo to march away, on account of lack of pa). Again

Force showed himself a nalural oorn leader of men. He

quieted his soldiers and :ersuauod tb-o to return.

On the 25th of Maroh , fir; was opened ypOn tlc fort,

out the oamago oone was slig"t- By a quick Lovewent tie

French erected a patter], ano took the besicging guns in

the IOVnrsc Join; not a little damage.

ry this time Salnbat Janj, had OOmG within 44 miles of

Hasullpatam ano hac ordered Anandraz to 301n him. hithout

a word the Raja slatted off [or his own province. But

Fordo overtook him, and showed him that his only hope

of exlstanco la, in reoainlng with the English. The

gallant €olonel tbon entered into ocuounioation with the

Subahfiar, who consnntod to remain nncnmpod where he was and

recei 0 an English envoy. Then came the news that

Salabat Jang lao violated his promise, tLat he Lao broken camp;

thatDu Rooher was hurrying forward to efiect a junction

Tit! him, and that only two days amounition remained in

store. (1) According to every rule of nor Force wao lfibto

.......................................................

(1) Hallflson, p. 9!.
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He was sinply deteruined to win. He hac confidcnco in

himself and felt that Conflaus was not his equal in an;

wa3. 0n tb morning of the 7th of Avril he openeu a heavy

fire on all the bastions and continues it until the latest

possicln moment, having determined to wake the grand assault

trat nigrt. The north—east anglc of ttofort was to co

the real place 01 attack, cut as a ruse, Captain Knox was to

betaks himself to the south- est anvlo, and Anandraz was

to make an attack upon the ravelin covering the caponniere

which was a part of the causeway which too from the t0wn

to tie north-west, bastion of the fort.

At ton o'clocP that nigtt tto various attacking parties

were uncrr arms. is the party loo 0, Captain Anox

comprised entircll; of SepQJs, seven honored in nunoer,

cnstinefl to wafis throuqh the swaups b; a difficult trouqh

practicacle passage, and attack the south-west angle,

had a loafer distance to travel, trey started first.

The main attack formed in thrro divisions, and composed

of 312 European infantry, EC vunners, SO sailors, and 700

Senoys, was to set out about half an hour later, out some
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time was lost in waiting for tre offic"r appointc: to

command it, Captain Callenccr (l) and eVontuall, the

party s‘nrted out withcut tic. Cantain Fischer then took

ooaaand. The camp was left in charge of the Raja WitL

orccrs to more on the ravelin the moment firing nas heard, -

it having been settled that neither attack sroulc ca mace

before midfi!g*t but that each cart; was [rec to act the

accent the gangs of tho iort should strike twulvc. (2)

At exactl, twelvo o'clock Knox opened fire upon tho

south-wnsf bastion, the Rafa made an attack on the rawclin,

and a little la¢er the throa divisions under Ccptains

Fischer, Haclean anfi Yorke respectively stormed the north

ern face - Fiscrer waincd his point, and Yorko's men seized

the bastion from which tie French had fired upon Maclean.

Cne French detachment surrendered to Yorke and trcrc now

(I) Cantain Callcncer was an officer of tie Aldras Army who

had been scnt to tre Northern Circ rs cy the Eadras

Council with oruers to aSSUmO military commanc, if the

Bengal troops succeeded in driving the French Irar the

province. It appears that the Madras governcent feared

that tbs Northern Ciroars nigrt so taken unaer control of

the Calcutta Council - Innes, p. 38, (note)

(2) Ralleson,p. 99.
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remained only one bastion. At this point nearl, the whole

plan was defeated o; a cry of "A wine, a nine" anc it was

nnl, alter thw “ardnst sort of work, that the men were

i“du09C to return to the attack. 8r the Raja's [heals

attack one hunurcd oi the French were crawm into tne

ravolin where the, were isolated b, Fischer's closing the

rate.

Conilaux lost his head and increased tte deneral

confusion a; scndin; out contracictorj crscrs. In tle

excitqment he tau failec to cistinqulsh the real from the

false attack. Thinking that everything was lost, he

proposan to Fordn to capitulate on honorable tarms, cut

Force reolicd that the garrisan must inwvolatel, la; sown

ito arms and surrendad unconcitionallJ or be put to the

sword. To this Conilaus accaned ans the victurj was

complete.

the incrobaoility oi the attempt was tie principal

cause oi its success, [Or the garrison of the fort from the

ao~inning hao regaried the siege wit? mockary and being in

call; expectation of the arrival 01 a todJ oi troops which

wrre cnm1n~ by non from Pondlctarry, had conccrted that the
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army oI observation, J01n86 b, tris reinforcemant and a

great detachment if no? {ha whole of Salabat Janis arm,,

sh\nlfl {*en =urrflund Phi a*+ack the English army. (1)

hut the victor, was due ta tin courage and matermination

of r“orie- In tbn attack he lost :2 Eur0peans killuu

1-~*uuing Captains Moltimore and Callender, and 62 wounaeua

50 of *25 5*pflJ9 verb killed and 163 wounded. 120 pieces

of cannvn HQIT *3E72, and the TRIIiSOQ w is? surrendereu

numsercd 510 EUTOLfians and P537 na*iv@§. (2) Ahen the

capfure has Lace SulaLat Jan; was Oil] 15 wilOS away, and

DU Roc‘er siill nears“. (3)

6n LL: l€th :f flay, Salaia dang 90619: that his

pwsition was rather wfcnaclfi signed t'e followin? treat,:

..........................................................

(l) Orma,.p. 439.

(2) The authoritius on the capture 0! nasulipatam arc

Malleson, p. 93-105: Canariaqc,p. 210-212; F115 an

exoallant plan, QTmQ, vol. 111, p. 679-459: innas, p.

87-99 and Neill a. 167-E65.

(3) Crac, n. 459, (vol. lil)





27

Treaty with the Nizam.

L copj of Raouests made by Colorol Ford: to Nawab

Salaoat Jang, and his comgiiane thereto, in hifi own hlnd.

“The whole of the Circar of Masuliyatam, with eight

distriuts, as W911 as the Ciroar of Nizawpatam, ano the

Condowir and Hacalmanncr shall 98 givwn to the English

Compan) as an Lnam,or free gift, and thy Sunnuus grantua

to them in the same manner as was coqe to the French.

TBQ Nawnb Salabat dang will oblire the Franck troops

which are in his country to pass the River Ganges within

rift en ClySi orsend them to Ponciqkerrj, or to an, other

place out of the Deccan cogntry, on the other sins of the

river histna: in future ts will not su {er them to have

a settlement in this country, on any account whatsoever,

nor kqep thm in his service, not assist them, not call them

to his assistance.

The Nawat will not demand or call Rajcpati Raz

(Anannraz) to an account {fir what he has collccted out of

thq Circars Lelonging to the Frenot, wor icr the computation

of the revenu s of his cwn countrg, in the :fesent year:
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but 1e! 51¢ remain poacoaolo in future, and according to

the computation of the revanuas of his ooontrJ ceiore the

tile 0! tin French, agreeable to the custo; 0! his grano

fatter nno latter and as was fhPn paid to the Circar,

and if lo (tho Raja) does not a§r~o to it then the Nana:

may do Whit he pleases. In all 03598 irw Nawic will not

a slat tho enemies of the En~lish nor give the» protection

Tte lnglish Conwany on ttqir vart will wot assist the

fiawab's GRGmieS nor yivo tFQm ptofection.

Dated, Moon Raoadan the 16th Eogira, 1172 which

is tte 14th of May 1758 .

I swear oy Cod and his prophet ano upor tie Lol,

Alcoran that l with pleasure agree to tho requests soociiicd

in this paper. and shall not ooviate from it even an hiirS

oreaflth. (l)

On the 19th of April, Colonel Force's report of the

capture 01 nasuligatam, of which the followiwz is a copy,

was rocoived at Madras

(l) Aitcrison's TreatiJs, vol. 1, p 145-147.
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"Gentlemen, - 0n {ha n13*t between tLe 7th and Uth

inqtani, I attacved Hasulipa‘am, and after a VET; sharp

conflict, rad th¢ good fortunv to rot possession of it. I

Lava taknw near 530 European prisancrs, one nundrec 01

which arw oiitcars, civilians, an: 55!; pnople, tle rawainuer

arn soldforw: My whnlfi force consistad of 515 rank and file,

30 of whicn warn voluwtcer seamen celonqin; to the "Hara

wlcke"; 21 or w; people are killad and 60 wounded, and one

sQaman killed and fixe wo nded.

I an n! wyiwlon {’12 olace shovld b“ kept in our

hands as it is a; far the strongest situation in India.

My 1530 Sepoys :ehaved wall: with one-hali of them I name

a {0199 a‘tacv, and joined the other with the Europeans at

it» rcal attack; ‘h9) w0untea tbe ramparts with the Europ

eans, and UWLJYBd with great buwanit, alter they lac got

in. I ha':n 10st 7reat numbars 0! them both at the false

and real nftaok. Capfain Kallender is among the slain,

as is Hoidcen Be; my Commandant of Sepoys

(Signed)

Francis Fords (I)

(l) Jilssn, p. 129-130.





Eyttkq casrior of t2e Northern Circars was not t;c

Mfist invortant result ogtainad by the storming oi Lasulipata; ,

Faom the mate of that capture the paramount inlluenoc at

tie court of Raideranad was transforr d Irui tLe Frenuh to

the Emilish. Ire victorJ of Fordo laic tnu kohnuation

of that predominance at the cowrt 01 tre N12&L which,

placnd snwe fort; yenrs later on a definite gnsis ;J the

Karquis Kelleslej, eYists at the :rrsant :11. (1)

.C'IOIIOIIOIOOOIOIIll..-II..‘IQIOOIIOOOIIIOIOOIOCIIIOOQOI'.

(l) Halleson, :- 106.





51

CHAPTER III.

THE BATTLE CF BIDEERA.

Frau the year 1560 the Dutch fac FraduallJ outaineu

power and influence in East Indian Affairs. In 1646,

thay rad planted an agency at Chinsuvah, and fourtuen

years later L1: attainec from tho Partuqfise the Malabar

coast and thw grart of Ceylon.

The casital of the Dutch in Asia lay not in tne penin

sula tut was at Satavia, on the island of Java, where rasiaeu

tre Governor-Cennral and tr: council of the Dutch Inains,

to whom all the agents and councils 01 lnoia and the Iew

islawd nrnvinces were subordinate. Ir ?~nqa1, Chuisuvah

was tle heacquartcrs of an agent presiding over all the

other districts or that side of Inoia. (1)

Fearinv a catastrophe, similar tb that which had over

(1) Hallason p. 109.
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taken tb» English at ~a1c;tta in 1706, would uvertaao them ,

the Dutch tOTQtCCI uitn the French at Chaudarnagar, had

purch¢se d tmrunity frnw €1raJ-ud-Dau1a. But since the

defeat of that Prince, at Piassej in 1757, Mir Jalar the tool

0[ tfc Lrrlisr rac rela the hawabship oi bengal. FYOu

that time Lnglisr influence has seen steaoil, progressing,

and Mir Jwfar was heir? yobsd more tivbtlj. (1)

Tha Lnzlisv raé ovooae a ncc"ssit3 to Piw. out never

theless cc struq:lcd unaqr trait onntrol whiC' ne :ac

brony't uvon himself. In vat“ he souqht to rated, his

position, until he was inforwec that the Dutch were as

viol=nt1y opqoswd t0 Lnzltsh advancement and power in

Scnqal 15 ha was himself.

As a reward for English aid in internal as wall as

ovtornal troub1~s, ma", uunocssiOQS has seen tace tnam Q]

the Nawaa whiuh Inthrferld serious!J xith Dutch trans.

Rvmcrstrwwoes a] the Dutch were listenej to Q) Mir

Jaiar: confidence follovec with the r::n1t tnat ttw Dutch

promisen to :rouure IYOL Batavia a suiiiciont farce to drive

(UMallcson, p. 110.





the Englisn flcm Bengal, ann the Nawau was to assist them.

Olin? tc tho tkrcatenec invasion of Shah Alaen into tle

provinces of Mir Jaiar, tte progositSOH was IQ? the tile

being aoandoned out alter the manger sealed at an emu, it

was again taken up. In June 1759, Iir Jail! accompanied

Clivo to Calcutta, :hsrc he rescizcd iniarmltion that tha

plans of the Dutcn ware nearing maturity. In tho following

Octoger, he ETJifl visited C»loutta, OStQHSiDIy to confer

with Clive cu: iv reality to be near at hand when tne

Dutor struck thu firat glow.(l)

During it: Nawac' s :islt, eeven Dutch Mar ships iilleo

.with troops arritad at tha mouth at tho Hua~li.

Clive had sus;actei that tte Nawab was 01¢,ln1 him

false, but than the stips loved further up tr: liver and

the truo;s wurc lanaea, contrar; to Mir Jaliers promis .5,

ans whafi it was learnnd tbat tte Dutch agents werw enlist

in? bepogs at ChinsuVah, Kaslmcazar and Pitra, uitl tbs

connivance oi tL¢ Kawab, tlere could :e no doust 01 two

.................-.......-.-..............................
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hostile intentions of both nativo and Dutch. (1)

The time chosen was a nest {storabla Inc flow tho

Dutc! stanupolnc, {or all tto Lnilish tTOOpS together with

nati\e regiments were scattered ttrouzhout the provinces,

excegt £30 Europeans ans 1200 SepOJS who [OImGfi the garrison

01 Fort William. (2

inc {nice on board tta Dutch vessels, consisted of

706 European infantry, and 810 Malay‘g trained and fully

ecu prod. At Chinsuvah, the Dutch had 150 European

lnfanlrg 2nd artillery, and a numbcr of SGQJJS, who in

event 01 a British Aisastrr , would no quicklg augmentec 03

a part or even tho whol» of the Kavab's army.

Clive immwdlatelj sent oruors to the outposts, for

Lhfi [uIODvan troogs to march toneru Calcutta at once.

The Calcutto hilltia acomt 300 strong, xcr called out,

and about 50 rolunt err, hall of whom ucrcforwoo into

CAKZIXJ Wvre Ejdzd to if: army. Afiniral Cornisr was

QOOIOOIIQQQQOOOIOOIIOOIOOIQ.QQUIIIOoacoononloo0.000000...0.no

el Europ. Fort. p. 95.

(2) Malleson, p. 112.





orccres ta sail up the Hu--li,(l) the batteries which

coanandeu thv most 'mportant passagas oi tfc river nnar the

town, Tannah fort and C*arnocks hatter; warn greatlj

strenqtbanud as wall as Fort Willaia itqolf.

Just at {#15 aomcnt, Colonel Forne, auuoupanicd o,

C?;fa11 iwcx. rctvrrnd (70% the Norther“ Cironn. and to tre

zailanz vi tor of Masulipatam, sas assigned tt( 00mmand

of the whol: availaqle farce. (2)

Early in Rovnbi=r. tho Dutch Mao sent a t'rxateninj

left-r t1 th= Calcn*ta Council, 1n-which the, iemdnaea

that the inglisr shoulo forgo any claim to £1521 oi

searc?, ann tni£ DutCL v¢sseis shoulu LC given Irce progress

up tkn Pnvbi Cllva responfiefi to this in a diclcmatlc letter

fry” the onunoii Qantaining the loll~winz sentence. " That

tr; British in retaifiinq tin r1 ht of search, sure acting

undar téq oroer of tlv Emperor anu tbs instruction: received

iTOm th“ Vicaroy, Mir Jafsr, the; tierczcre, has no paws:

.............................................................

(1) Innns, p. 1310.

(9) Mnlleson, p. 114.





fio grznz Luv regisst of i*e Dutcr, oui yrufioIOJ its services

31c Jexia‘iovz rotwz~n the Dutch and the Lurcrur and tke

Vicazo “ (1) an recaivin: this real , tie Baton COmmJHGGI
J . . :

1¢u36131614 attackaa and captureu seven (2) swa;1 British

ships i_fi1§ off lh» port of Falta, tore co:n Lhv ixltish

guns anJ storwu. (l)f1§~, and cagtvrec tb=

T51: Sukfl Clixn {rnm all anxiatJ, fur ;s noilano was

an a1}; of inglanu, he coda not co+beno¢ huziilitics 51th

on? t?» prnat03+ rasnonsibiliij- (4)

Ha iqwuniatnlj HWUHQHUQq Porde to tala possesslan of

darnagar , to uruss {he riwer aitb his tludyé GAG {our

field ni"cws to Eevamaoorn, th= Dutch Sni’lnment.

ibis seir? can" , Fordu cortiflued his waruh to

Chanana;ar, to prevent a Junction outfioc n tne Dutch traoss

an nonfd their ships and thase at Chinsurah.

..........-...............................................

(1) lnnes, p. I 3.

$2) Hallasnn, p. 116.

(E) lnnes, p 130-101.

F

(4) Malleson, “ 110.
r.





in tta “4th of Haunncer, acolred a sflrp naval en;2;:

_-v
3651 hntwzan he Dutch and English fl¢v*$, in tLu Eugli,

2y whisk Clive suocacflen in destr0)inz the naval case u!

the int cinl arm;, while it nau bdruhine to join tho iorces

at Ch1u<uvah, who ware tn affrct a function and SUijlj the

“tab neede: artiliery.

To co tLis , tra Dutch cohaancer as fibtuSuvah Jetermineu

to attempt toariva tha irittsh under Culanal Fords cut of

Chauc asst :efcra tneir reinfoxcemants, wnict had text

Caledtta, QOUIG arrive.

3n tha etening of th¢ 23d of N0vem;ex, the Dutch force

le!t Chiusuvab, only ttreemilos from Cfiaudnarar, and

ocolpieu a position of the City of C~annnajar, to tinuor

the [urther pzogress of the Eriti1h. (1)

0n thn morninq at ttn 2¢tt, Forfli 10c lie troops

against the unamJ, and tkQL L :ts mumbers unga3eu were about

equal, the rosUlt was nevvr in dQULt. Foruc drove the

Dutch arm; t'eir position um to !ke tor, walls or Chursuvah,

and captur¢c the four runs, which WOHLU hzza vvan of such

...-..........-...q......................................

CI) Innes, p. 105.





vital importance to the main army. Tie same evening

Captain Knok arrives with 220 men of the bsngai European

Regiient bringing Force's force up to 520 Europeans

Infantry, 80 European Ariillerynen, with {our fiold pieca

anu 800 505055, teqetier with the '1) mail trnup oi Euwopan

avairj. The Hawab hau placed about ona hundred

tuv=wen at Ciiva's "ispnifil , not to fight cut to spy. and with

ordcrs to allow thsbattle to be decided cotwuen the two

armiis and than tn unite with the victors.

Forde “ow 1&arhed from prisoners ha 146 taxen, that

tbQ m=in D tok army, under a French SOluicr of iortune

Colonnl Rouss»1 was expected to rzauh Chiuiuruh euri, the

next mfirninz. He 1MLGOjat01J sent to Clive tailing nim

that if *0 Wife emnovarfid to attack the arm, while an tne

wag, he had a fair prospnct of dzwtrsjinn the enemy.

(1) Tiis message was dalivorca to Clive xhile re was

playing cards. Kithout ieazin; inc taaie, he wrote on the

sack of Fordc'r letter - "Dear Forde - Pi it tH~m immediately

1 mil} scan you the OIdGl in bounoii to-muxroi."

00oncolouilollolo109.0000...0.00...IOQQUOtOQQQQOQIQQOIIIOI

(l) Maileson, p. 120.
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‘*en this rflplj reacheo Fords on the mornln7 of the

28th, h“ ittvdflatel; occupied a ;0sitlon, which hc had

seleutcd, with 7rnat care on tb pxerious uaj. It was at

iidorra, agent Midwaj betwenr Chaunarnagar ano Chtlsurah,

a Position \hl& couuandeo the rcad tn the latter nlace.

On trc Urltls‘ ri;it was its villa'e w! iiuezra which

Forua at once occupied: in :15 (ran! was a 086p. oroad,

irrevular Lltol. Eeyond this strntcrnd a trflaless plain,

ovou nhich the Dutch arm, lac to anus. (1)

At 19 A. M., the CPCQJ was seen advancing across the

plain. u'uun sawing :LuCiI‘A-‘e' the .Ll'lglib‘t. I'JXVCS {7.6;

p1"<seo rapi'ly on, bu" 1676 soon ob~cksd by the hittfirto

unseen uitch. Much confusiou ensuuc, as the men,

tqnorant ol tr» voslaulfl ;r;:seu on, Mad Fordo seizes the

Owpnrtunitj of pouring in a tCAVj lira, Moth from the Small

arms, 1nd frcm thn artillvry uonceulnd 1n tie grove where

T15 hit TcStuG'.

for a start its tre Dutch stave their prouno, out unuer

the mvrderous xira the; WHVélPd. (2) Tkwn Fords hurloo his

......-..-...................................................

(1) MJllnsan, 121.

(Q) tunes, 0. 104-:





cavalrJ mgainst the“, nnu aicod :, thw Hdflidls cavmlrdp

who had hitzerto remained inactive, awdizing the outcome

01 ths Struztle, completed tbs difPdt' Nu victor; has

ever _01e dooisiye, onl, fourt=on Dutchucn ever finding

their may to Cniusiwah. (1)

Tue Dutch lost 120 Luroyeaus :33 200 nAld)S killed, and

500 wovnceo, with Colonel Fovssel, 14 officers, 360

Europeans, and 250 Mnla,swcrc mace ptiSJuals.

Q‘ 0 H

{v
toThe inglish loss was trifling, due mainl,

juciciuu» sel ctiun of the field of cattle. (2)

{bus uiu Torde carry out pbrfeuil; the 10110: of

Cliv u. L, ri?ur, ucci;iun and caring, a Quflétr g1eancm

than any which since JauuarJ 1757 saw thrfiat fled the british

settlement in Bergal, *an bee“ nvwrthrorn.

The QuwspiracJ haw 3923 defeatfid a; tFm GAIL d=LKsion

of Clive, ana :, th¢ 3&111ntry, skill an: aaring of Force

-and these under him.

Threv days sitar the Lattlc, firan, the son and heir

O....I.......OI.‘............OCI....OII‘..QOOIOIIUQIIIOUC'I.

\

(11 Lailssun, ;. 121.

(2) 13525, p. 155.





of {Le fiiwab arrivad at Yursbedibad, with a [urea but

firming tic Dutch bealc“, rottinf would satisfy him, until

tie; ere uxtwrninated.

Fflarivfi (“Pen fkrn=fs *hn Putch {unlored aid from

their soncuorors, and Cliva ordered Ford: to cease all

Lostililiua AP: :rougtt about torus cctw:“n the Dutch ans

the Hawab, cut too? great care tLat no :;urtunitg shOulc

ar1;e r1=cb wv»1d in any way allow tho Dutch a stance to

a a1: upon :osrililies. (1)

dut row “a far as autlun takes place, Forua is ccmpletel;

Ins? Sivh* 0f.

1n &hc gear rh1or fella-ed his fullant nnj daring

victor; nvnr fhe Dutch. he sot sail a: in31413 on Feb

ruarJ 5, 1760. 11 the Compaq, of Cliva.

fhe lai1er obtained for his friend. ‘1" oo=¢iarion

in inc Compary's arm, ~hict baa Ofidfl ;ro1!:ed 21¢ in 1756,

cut in so doing, arose tro greaL quarrel with Salivan in

*h1 India hovce. This cane arout partlj thrau L Clivo's

...........................................................

( ) 9111~90n, . 123-1L4
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advocac; of Force for hixh military command, as Opposed

to the Sulliaan canaidato, Eyre Coote.

F rae remained ten years in Lnglanc, until 1769,
(I

when upon Clive's recummendntion he wa: apgointed by

the stockholders of the Last lndia Compan, to me one of

theil supervisors who w're to t» s~nt to India (1) and

lnvnvted wit! <11 the pownrs whick the cunnanj themselves

if pr;scnt in India would possess. a powev oi superseding

the ozfiraticns, and suspending the authoritj of the

Presiccnt and councils: of inwnstlrating fiver; wepartment

o! thpserviao anc estaziishinq sue! regulations as the inter

est: oi tLL bemgan; Lifht somm to require. Tris scheme

was opposed 01 no inconsideramla party, but it was finally

dncided tLat the supervisors With ex raordtnury fow¢rs

war: tha varJ reheny, which the maladies oi the Indian

government required. (2)

@tfr Pbrda were aopointed a= sanervisors Henry fitn

siftard, M. P. finally Clive's SULCESSOT in the govflrnment

.........................................................-..

'i
(1) iict, Lat. :ioq. - 5. \. Fords.

(2) Ibid. v31. YIX, p. 497.





u H Ihssr then Sit sail
Fa

,_ \.
>4

I

of E njcl 0 Ir. Luifi Ebro

from Pertbluuth in SPpt¢w99r. 1769 in the Prifdtf

"Aurora" . Tknj touo‘ad at (h? 01?? of Sovd Hope on

'he 97th of D»c*=b~r 17C9, 2nd were n;ve* “flara of again.

(I)

Q: Cul)nul F*r:2, Eilxrsan, two reuo JI'Jd althorit;

n“ Iwdtafi villtari Histar, saJs:

In :nltc T. "a~l¢vt, his Ffiwd las 365$,?Gli to this

tercrvtiun, SEQ it "ill nascrna to gosltllt, as tbc name

of a :reat Zn~lir';2fi, 0! -nc who nocl, vyrel* tne tenor

of his ("'“'f}, are wt: 3, tkn Gisela, of a bklm and cool

bOUTB fi alflhc Lost watcrtally 1r 13,10» tbs lounuation 0i

*te -ritlsb EmPlTP In India. (2)

AP? (nlnhFl innes. file Livtoxiar o! the uenPal Fusil

ivrs concludcr Pi Pccount of Fcr6c's leats of arts with

words. “In t!“ Een~a1 lurOpcan Ecqiment Colqn.l Eorde';

“‘b“ we" a h~urvlnlc vord ans his mc.crJ 1w evfir *fild in

10?0, ~vnor an: rns"?ct." (3)

IOOQQIIUOOIOOOIIIO.IIIOIIODIIICIOQIIQIQOIOOOIIOOOOOOIOGOQI

(I) 11113, :91. III, p. 428-4?9.

(2) H llcsan, p. 1&1.

(3) lines, fin 1J5





I, 1 PE

G'IO‘QGE LORD PIGO'I‘.

THJ" "

P'JJTI‘TTEIU T‘O ’IOTTTFTLT. Y"'I‘m?'§1T‘! F07 THE

DEGREE O” I‘\Cii'rILOR O? PAILOROT‘h'z'

BY

IP'A EELTE POWLE’SKAXYD.

11mm, \2 Y.

1898.





Bibliotraphy. VK _

Chapter

Charter

Charter

Chapter

Chapter

COWTK“TQ.

fi_ __7 _. _'~ -_ -_ - ~ -— l

l. bamily and Early Career. ’— ' “ \> “ An/'

11. First Governorrbil of Fort St. GPorge: De— 1,

fence of Mauras agginst Lally, 1758-9. - ~~- 0%

112. Administration of T’e Government of Port / —

St. George from 1750 to 1765. _ __ _ \_- J .

1v. Life in Vngland fFQn 1735 to 1775,:_7 _M. _ -.Z)7_

V. Second Governorship of Fort rIt.

1775-6: Deposifion, Arrest and

fleorge

$24-$51. ’-~ ~ ~‘- 3 6

V1. Events in England, following Lord P140t's —.

Death. * __ , _ A ~ —~- - ~ §(/





Bibliography.

Altohiaon, Sir C. U. , A Collootiou of Treatlos, Cuudge

monts had tunuudo rolntinu tc India oni

Neighboring Countried. 8 Vols. Colcutba: 1976.

Annual Reglster,- aboreviateu, "An. Reg." LJndnnil759,

1775, 1f?7_

A_11mfi0n's Cfclciu“iix 0f Aniric n Bio r;phy, (f0? Life

of R0b0"t Pigot.) 6 Vols. Nam fork: 1888-9.

Aubor, Petar,- R105 on; Progress of the Brlfish Powow

in Ivoiu. 7V01J. Lcndon: l“57.

Purkv, Ehflhnu,- wovk n'd CCF‘PSYOTI9W05, 5 Vols. Vol. 1v

contains the 7p och on The Nabob of Arcct's

De1ts. 1,0:1 ion: 16 53.

Prrme, ’1? Juhn Yarn rd,- 1 fienrzlopic'l His+ory cf are

Durnnnfi, Abe1unt, Porfeit¢n and Extinct Peer

ales of the Brifioh Emlire. Iondon: lflfi.

Corrider¢?ioLb 0n *he fieno1cot of ThLjOYh ard the Pastor

axion of the Pajhh,- cinea uh " Considerations".

LondoL: 1779.

Dohvot“, Joln,- TLYOMfltdbC LP EHLlLUC. 2 Vela. London: 3619.

, ( Article %- G. V. PHSflell‘Dic'ton¢"" of Bufllo:ul Bi orm ,

1 t) abbreviated, " 310. Wat.Burke" on Lord P

2105."

Foster, Joseyo,- PJQYGJG, Baronnfia;e, and Haightage of

BriLish Emlirs. London: |881.

Gentleman's Magazina,- abbrevidood " Gent. “o5. " London:

1149, 177 , 1778, 1779, 1780, 1P04.

>leig. Rev. Jeovue R0b§rf, 1"omcbs of in» llfo cf Warren

Hastings, 5 Vols. London: 1841.

Homont, Tibulle,- Lallb-Tollendal, Paris: 1617.

Howell, Tnomas Hayley: St¢te Trials 53 Vols. Vol. 21 son

taiws fhe PPCCQQFi‘fs PfiFifiS? George Qtratton,

Henry Brooke, Charles Floyer and George Hackay,

Esqui“9;, rpon an Information filed against them



fa



11.

by His MRJGSuY'S Attorney-General for a “lade

meano" i ~.1rrcs'1n;, imyrircnir4;.xnd digcsing

George, Lord Piuot, Commander-ig-Chiel of the

Forces of For: Qt. Goorhe aha President and

Governor of thv =et+ 2.:wt ff Paarzs in the East

Ifliias, - cliii h: " T‘ial". 10 ion: lblfi-26.

Y'i:C}h='1"aOw, Je....é8.- 311 4:115“ $31.".

lnolu COULL

M=lcolm, 51* John.- The olfe of Rehe"t, Lord Clivn,

3 I4O'-‘A‘~II;:

"@11=son, Cole -1 %,or(e P"uco, The Founfivrs of the

I“.i=u Ru11r=, Lovd "live. London : 1882.

‘(alleson, Colonel

1

‘Lo PisTO”, of rho French

In In -

\ q -
k, ‘_ - , 1

1'1. LO" r‘: 1-‘195.

Vgll=suu, Colo £1 H93"¢5 P""cq, The L1?» of Vl“rflu Hua

Lings. Lonuon:

Hartfins, GeorLe Fflod~rlc d0,- Rscuoil 1' Traizas d3 Paix

dos Poissnqcas a: Rfiwfs fie L'Ewropn depnis 1761.

7 Vols. Shiningea: 1795_181F.

Mill, James, Tue Histor; of firitioh Indiz: Pourfih Edi—

'10u Jiih *ztes _nq COZ‘1WHzfi an or Horace

ddynan Wilson. 9 Vols. Lond0n: lflkO.

Notes ano QH6"1631 Weoouu, inird, Fourfh and "av wih Rorios.

~ _, s

QfflGiul R8tu’u 0: Lists of Aembers of Parliament. Lrn

dorm lifO.

Origingl Pulnrs flrgnsnit“d h; the "nbob of fl*cot to his

About in Graot Britain, comprehending tna

Transactions on *2; Coast, dovn '0 the 10th of

OCLObnP 1776,- citeu as " Orisinrl Page’s".

Lonqon: l"7F.

, — A fiis‘or; of *He "iljtavj T“wvsac‘ions of

the British Nation in Indostan, 3 Vols. Lon

on: 1778.

Pwinaep, Charles 0., Qoco*d of “advas Givili vs, L741

18 c. London: lEFF.





iii.

Stanhope, Philip Henrv, History at England from the Peace

cf Utrecht to the PQQUG cf VFrsuilles. 7 Vols.

Stratton, George, and the Hujorit; of thn Covpcil at

Ngdrus, Dvfences cf, i» dRSWEY to thR Accusa

fion broughfi against them for fine suypcsed

Hrrue" cf Loru Timotz likewise the "afarate

DPfence of Briuddier-Generul Stuart for hinsfilf

and for flLe Vilitar; 1nd?" his CC:1&nd,- cited

as " Defence". London: 1778.

he Directorspf the EastStuart, Andrew,- A Letter to

~ing the Conduct of FrigaI'miia (Bony-"my r:- S}

diQr-Genaral Junes

" Stvuwt, LQt€=" i

c

#fiuart at Padras,- cited as

." Lnrflon: 1778.

Hfinart, Audrex, A LeL'~" to Lord Amherst,- uited as "Stuarg

Letter 11." LOLCOHi 17fl.

Ptnurfi, Andrew, A Letfier to {H9 Dirqctors of the East

India QOJPQHJ,— cifiqu as ""5Hu"*, L0f*°r 111."

London 1781.

Twnjnre Letter fror Huhnmmud Ali KAHW, Wabon of A*cot

in 51" Can‘t of Diwwcfiqrs 5? fhs East India Oom

pany, *0 which is unnegei & State of ?&:ts

relative flo Tanjwre,- 31$$j -; " Tanjora."

London: 1777.

5 cf the Britisi Rmyire in

R9.

Tno*nton, Edwara, Tne Hist r

IUuia. Ldndon ~ {I

0

l

Vibdrt, Wajor H. 7., Vilitarg Hisfory of Madras Enginsers.
l

2 Vols. London: 1881.

Walpole, Horace, Letzers ediied by P. Cunningham, 9 Vols.

London: 1857.





lo

Fl 1L1 ATD EEHLY CXRIBR.

Sir George Pigot, governor of Madras, was born at

Westminster on the 4th of “arch, 1719. The family 1.

on his father's side claim to have nvmbored among their

uncsstora one of tho knigh‘l; companions of Willixm the

Conqueror, a certain Gilbflrt Pigott, who became the

fovndor of the Pigott hovse in Great Britain. A descen

dant of this' Norman baron mar"iad the heiress of Chet

wynd Park in fihvopshire, and tho estate thus securad re

mained in the family for more than thraq centuries.

From the Pigotts of Chetwynd, two families olaimsd doa

oent, an English and an Irish branch, both of which

bore the "Ernino, thrse f 3113, sable". To the English

branch, Richard Pigoi, the father of the subject of this

sketch belonged. He marvied Frances Goods, a fiivn-wo

man of Queen Carolina and by her he had three sons and a

daughter.

It is curious to observe that th¢se three sons wove

all GHSlgCd in his Hajosty's service. Hugh, tho young

est, was in the navy find commandfifl the York at +hP reduc

tionof Louisbrrg. He was @130 at Quebec in 1759 find

 

l. Brrke's Extinct Peerage ,pp 42fi-9.





succeeded Rodney as admiral, but his command was une

ventrul.

The second son, Robevt, had entered the army wnon

quite young and served in the thirty-first regiment, which

so gallantly distinguishzd itself at the battle of Fon

.t?noy. He bficumo hriJ1diov-5onoral during the War of

Americ1n Indopendenca. H3 fought at Lexington and after

WirJs 1t Buokar Hill, wh=v1 the bravery and firmness which

ha manifested in his command of the left wing of the

o"m;, led to his promotion, and ho was made colonel of

+ho thirty-eighth rediment. 1. In 1778 , :hc jQLF in

which ho a.ccceded his brOthor as second baronet of

Patshull he was commissioned lieutenant-gono“al and

held commoud in Rhoda Islcnd.

Georbo, the eldest son of Richard Pigot, entered the

service of the East India Comlany at the ab? of eiggteon

and hogan his career as u writer at Madras in 1737. ,

He had arrived upon the theatre of action at a time when

the French throigh the influonce of able statesmen whom

fihoy had sent cut to govprn their possessions in Asia,

were Just awakening to the importance of firrly establish

ing themselves in India. Pondichorry, the French cayi

tal, become prosperous under the wise administration of

 

1- Debrott, Vol.1, {29.. Prinsop, p Xyy1_
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Dnmns and his successor Dulleix. They were men who

thoroughly comprehended the situation 11 India and sew

that it was only through Qreot skill in dealin; with

the natives that France cohli hope to gain the ascendancy

over England. With consumhate tact, the; begin to intrigue

with the Indian priices abowt them, and as a re>ult war

broke out in 1746 between the English and French for the

control of the Carnctic.

During the period of miscouragencnt that followed

the failure of the Enulieh to bear aid to Huh-nrod Ali,

the unfortunote Neweb of The Carnatic , to Yhom tue

French had set up a rivcl cinaidofe. Ir. iigot was act

ing as member of the CU“3011 of Fort St. David. In the

summer of 1751, he was called to p13; an active fort in

the war . 1. A defiachmfinf of eighty Europein; and three

hundred sepoys with a large convoy of storis arrived from

England, which the PresideucJ of Font St. DlVid determined

to send to the relief of the forces at Trichinopoly.

But the question arose as to who WAS to convey them thither.

Every able officer W48 employed in the field and there was

no one in the garrison who was competent for the task.

In his perplexity, GovernOY Saunders turned to the Council

and chose Ur. Pigot, who had the refutation of yossess

ing great courage to conduct the recruits forward until

they were outside of the enemy's COUUtFj.

Clive accomrenied Pigot, and the detachment succeed

 

lo Oi‘mfi, l, P I
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ed in surprising and dispersing the Polygar's fovces and

arrived safely at the confines of the country of TanJore,

f"om whence they p*oceednd to rainiorce the bai‘alion at

Trichinopoly, wh11§ Piéot and Clivn started to return to

Port St. David with a an 11 escort of twelve sepoys and

as win: xervmnts. Tip? had not gere far, when *hey were

ut‘aukfid by a ptrty of ‘ha Polrgur'a troops, armQd with

m1“ch lacks, who killefi save“ of tfifilr men and dispersed

the *est. If w=s nn1_ *H”0"5E thfi swiftwsss of their

HorQQd tkqt Pivot $11 Clivq sPcceedrd in escalin; from

a body of cavalrg, who plrsund thin.





CHAPTER 11.

LIRST GOVERYOMSHIT OT FORT ST. GEORGE: DFFENCE OF

MADRAS. A ilYii LALLY, 1758—9.

On the liah of January 1755, Hr. Pigot succeeded

Thomas iauuders as QUVQTHOY and commander-in-chisf of

Madras. . his position was not an easy one, for it was

dusii5 this period :Jdt fiLe French under Lally were contin

uinq the anbizious Schflmes of Dupleix to expel the Brit

ish from tho Coroaundel Coast and eventually from all In

dia. In 1750, tho Sovan Years' W¢r broke oat in Qurope,

an" the French ws*e thus CIVvn a gratext for carrying

on aha strife within fhq bouldarias of oheir Asiatic

possessions.

Lallg, the nnwlJ-nppointel govarnor-genoral of the

French in India, arrival atpbndiohorry upon the 28th of

April, 1758. w. F"on the mos- : of his appearance upon

the scene, the Franchcause was destined to ruin. .

Trained in the militdry tactics of Eurois, he knew nothing

of the stratobic warfare of tho East, 10% with character

istic rashness, no Ilunged boldly into the campaiun against

the English. Upon.tha very eve of his arrival without

any preparation or or5anizafiion, he oruered the troops,

 

1. Prinsep, p XXX.

2. Hamont, p 76.
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consisting of a few platoons of cavalry, seven hundred

Europears and three_thnusand scrnys to aivance against

Fort “t. David. 1. The Pvqnch had little difficult; in

reducing the fort, which was badly garrisouad by incompe

tent :olfiiflrs, who fired away night and day upon every

‘Hin' *hnt the" saw, hoard or ausyacted. 2. As a conse

q uence thh awmvnitio“ of the English gave ovt, and upon

the 2rd of Jurn thry w "= forced to surrendqr.

Lall" retvrned in trivnph to Pondicherry and immedi

atel set to work to carry into execution the plan that

he had lory be~n aiw1"m u*, the rcdvction of Madras. The

only obstacle in his way urs n caficjencr cf funds. ‘Now

the French roverncert had in its rcssession a bond, which

had been given to Ch.tia Srhib by the Rajah of TanJore,

nri Lnllp vcterwincd ‘0 ezforcn thc {2;menf of it. He

mArChLd with r15 trcora ln‘o tfie counfr; of the Rajah,

uyon whose rPfusal tn cowyly with his dewand, he proceeded

to rtfizck TrvjorF. Thr E";lis. hcwever cnme to the aid of

the Rajch and thc Pcflnch vfi-w Jofcvd ‘0 fall back to Pon

€ichc*ry. 3. Lnlly's n»x* cxrcdition against Arcot

"*2 were successful Fnt did net improve tue state of his

£191WCES. He dnfi¢r11“0d to wait no longer bvt to under

takcfhe siege of M;d*a3 at all events. He called a covn

oil and disclosed +o than his plans. There was much

 

l. Hamont, p 78.

2. Ormc, Vol. 11, p 310.

3. Vib’lT‘Z, \YQ-Ll l, L





7.

opposition, but finally the matter was decided by Count

D'Iagging, Rho declared that it was far nobler to die

while fighting bruVely beiore the walls of Madras than to

perish miserably of hung;r at Pondichorry.l. Lally

pledged 1,400,000 liv"es to depay the expenses of the

exyedition and D'Esflaing s cceeded in obtaining contri

bution to the amount of 54,000 rvpecs from among the

ofiicers. Although rapidit; wis 01» cf the essential

conditions of the success of the 0v9"ation, the French

troops were ordered to Levin thoi" march toward Eadras

at a time, wnen the roams'uore ren'orrd olnc.‘ impassable

by the periodic r ios.

Mndras Wes sit uted rlon the Stu ALo ccnsistcd of

two distisct Settlements. ‘The na‘ive porulation inhabited

tFat portion of the city knovo rs Bisck Tovr, whose only

fortificatiors were a dito* end disrrnfled Wall. The

enrinesrs had accuvrlated Their to Rs arolnd Madras proper,

where the European yoynlaflion vesihed. Fovt St. George

was sitvated in he cente* of a r=c‘ n-Llar area eur

rounded by a besticnned ificlos re, LL! .rzflr the carture

of the town by Lu Bourdonnais,*ne {ortificutions had bgen

strengthened by a raw1srt in the for¢ of d horseshoe. .

When the news of Lallj's Ueei;n TzfiCXUQ Medras, the

President George Pigo: and the Council irmediately set to

work to preyare for the defence cf the oit;. The gar

rison was commanded b3 Colonel Strin er Lawrence, an

 

1. Hamont, 171‘ 1‘4, 123}.

2. Hamont, pp143,1;7,





'2
‘0

0""lcer of ;reut v lor, to whom England owed most of her

brillixnt Vic‘0"183 1L Igqi.. Th~ nfininnl dofanoe of the

01‘ w;s “U‘FLSIQC to Gov rnor Pivot. He showed himself

Bqvul *0 t-e tpsk an: in the subsequent siege distinguishtd

hinself by the bravery and ability which he munifasted.

H: vi it": *?a IO"AS ilily and paid especial attention

to fiha :o11‘
>1 5»4

U! u . '1.5. He en:o.r1;ed tne garrison .nu

ofterex '0 .ivii: 50,000 ru50es among them aftar the

1.

uvfeut 0' r:;r=xt 3f fié anamy.

Wjt~cwfi “Ea W111; of Fort St. Gear 9, active [re

4"

w.

PJ‘ITUIB ' '* P1“: in“ the threatened siege- The

51*"1301 at Zléjnllflt W1: r111f~“3*’. "HPtQiM.C$lli

bu: ts SLGLZ- : from T“1:hib¢ 01v and the Rajah of Tan:

33‘; W15 a-z‘l f0" aii. At first fhia ;rinca refused to

51vn assls*.‘:a, :1.1 1;: 43 a prfltixt the lows *hat he

hzd awpar1*.¢ d on Qczo-nt of tca ravagws cmmsif+éd in

his te“rifi;"; "y the Pvancfi, Lu: 1; Icallry U-ounss he

balirv*d t"- Iowtu»= 0F fififi English to be on the decline.

Finall" “f =" 1Pomisiwg ion" huud~eu horse on condition

that tqfiir @rr\~"z we“e yuii afii Lrcaaing TLat pronise

I _

as sown Us ;: uaw thufi 1*3 conhi‘ifin "Rs able to we met,

the Rajah was fri-‘t
k1"

u. “3; iv e rt.in Th"eu“s of th@ English

that rwncfie; his Pars Lfld or-ered +*fl cavalry tLat had

‘ Q . 5 I

bsen dmmg‘i=m 2c 1¢rch ‘aw‘vh Fara St. George.

 

1. Vivart, Vol. 1,p 28.

2. "acphesonn, p 103.
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In the meantime on the llth of December, 1758, the

French army had nyledred in si~ht of Madras. It consist

ed of three thousand five hundred Europeans, two thous

and sepoys and as many cavalry. 1. To oppose this force,

the English had an army of one thousand seven hundred

fifty eight Europeans, two thousand two hundred sepoys

and two hundred horse belonging to the Nawab, which un

fortunately o0uld not be depended upon. 2. Upon the ad

Vance of the French, Lawrence, who had been stationed

at Yount St. Thomns with a body of troops, was comyelled

to take refuge within the fort, and on the 14th of Decem

ber, Lally took possession of Black Town.

When the French found themselves in the midst of

an opulent and deserted town, they hustened to pillage

it. Colonel-Lawrence resolved to take advantage of the

disorder of the enemy's troops and sent a detachment of

six hundred men under Colonel Draper to attack them.

This sallys. was so quickly made that the French were

completely surprised and mistook the column of the English

at first for a body of their own soldiers; but they

soon discovered their mistake and rushed to arms. A

severe contest ensued in which Count D'Estaing was

taken prisoner. The French were fast losing gr0und, when

 

l. Hamont, p 145.

2. Vibart, Vol. 1, p27.

3. PP
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was due.

When the enemy began to oreot works to the south and

west of the fort and it was seen that they intended to

fully invest the town, an attempt was made by the besieged

to effect a Junction with Preston, who was stationed with

a body of troops at Vendnlur, a few miles from Port St.

George. 1. This rlan railed. On account of the miscon

duct of his cavalry, Preston was unable to uni*e his

troops with those of fihe ga“rison south of Madras, and

was obliged to march to Arc)t to secure a stronger force.

Governor Pigot heard of this movement, but with his usual

prudence, he kept the knowledge to himself in order that

the soldiers might not be discouraged;

The siege continued, but Lally's position was becomp

ing more and more untenable. Major Calliavd had taken

command of the forces cotsids of Madras, which consisted

of six hundred Europeans, one thousand five hundred sopoys

and two thousand native cavalry and employed them in cut

ting or! the French supplies from Pondichsrry and in ha

rassing tho besiegcrs. It became necessary for Lally

to make an attempt to dislodge these troublesome ene

mies, who were stationed at the Mount. Accordingly upon the

9th of February, a detachment of six hundred Europeans,

four hundred horse and one thousand Marathas were sent a

2.

gainst them. The contest was maintained for twelve

 

l. Vibart, Vol. l,p 53.

2. Hamcnt, p 160.
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Lolly gallopod upon the scene of battle and with a shout

led his men back into the fray. 'But the Inglish grena

diers stood firm as a wall. Then Lally ordered the cav

alry to attack the enemy upon the flanks, while the

strength of the battalions of India and Lorraine were

hurled against the English center. The English were

forced to yield and retreated, leaving two hundred men

dead upon the field of battle. But a few days later the

garrison was greatly encouraged by the news of Colonel

_ Porde's complete victory over the French in the Northern

Circars. 1'

Although Lally had not sufficient means with which

to carry on a siege, he constructed his batteries and

upon the 2nd of January 1759, the trenches were opened.2.

After the fire from the French had continued for about a

week the fortification of the town begun to get serious

ly damaged and it became necessary to appoint a special

body of skilled workmen from among the troops, whose duty

it was to attend to the repair of the works. This force

of about fift’ men was called the European Pioneer Company

and was under the guidance of the chief-engineer, Captain

Call to whom much of the success of the siege of Madras

 

1. Vibnrt, Vol. 1, p 29 .

2. For a more detailed account of the siege, sonsult

Hamont, pp 152-168; Yibart, Vol. 1, pp50-40:

Malleaon, History of the French in India, pp 534-546.
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hours but finally resulted in the retreat of the French

from the field of battle, Just as the English ammunition

was giving out.

After Lalli had carried on the siege for about two

months he became anxious to sterm the city, but his 0!

ficers refused to support him in this project. His sup

plies were getting low and his soldiPrs were ready to

revolt. Entire bands of deserters went over to the Eng

lish lines. There traitors mornted the ramparts of

Vadras and cried to their comrades to follow their example

and enter the service of Englrnd, in which the soldiers

were well paid and the officers competent for their com

mands. 1. Lnlly saw that he must_abandon the siege, but

he determined to burn Black Town. He was prevented from

gratifying his vengeance by the arrival of Admiral Fo

oock with a fleet of six ships to aid the English. 0n

the 17th of Febrvary, the French army was in full retreat

toward Pondicherry. They had expended vast quantities of

ammunition during the siege and had lost about fifteen

hundred Europeans. 2.

The loss of the English was six hundred agd ten

Europeans and more than twice as many aepoys. The

garrison had been shut up in the fort sixty-seven days

 

l. Hamont, pp 150, 161.

2. Vibart, Vol. 1, p 59.





12.

and the shells of the enemy had wrought havoc with the

Company's garden houses and the residences of the Euro

pean population. Governor Pigot ordered the chief-engi

neer Captain Call to go to work immediately to repai*

the fort, and he himself proceeded to evolve order out

of the ruin that had attended the war and to restore

Hadras to its former state of peace and prosyority.

Colonel Lawrence, who had been in charge of the

forces, was compelled to rosign on account of ill-haalth,

and major Brereton was entrusted with the command of the

army. He was eventually succeeded by Sir Eyre Coote who

won a great victory over the French at Wandewash upon the

27nd of January 1760 and forced them to take refuge within

the walls of Pondicherry. Coote then proceeded to be

sicge the city for the remainder of the year. Lolly

in his desperation tried to extricate himself by entering

into a tieaty of alliance with Haidar A11. 1. This ad

venturer had effected a revolution in Mysore, which had

placea him on tho throne: and in order to fortify himself

against future reverses, he wished to Secure a place of

retreat. Lolly promised him the Carnatic, if he would

send a force to the relief or the French at Pondicherry.

His assistance camo too late. The inhabitants were re

duced to the verge of starvation and surrendered to Coote

2.

upon the 15th of January 1761.

 

l. Macpherson, p 109.

2. Ibid , p 110.
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Four days after the surrender a dispute arose as

to the question into whose hands the city should be de

livered. Ooote with the principalofficers of the army

decided that it ought to be held for the disposal of

the Crown. Governor Pigot, who had been at Pondicherry

during ths latter part of the siege, demanded that it be

given over to him as the property of the East India

Company . 1. Serious consequences might have resulted

it the military authorities had persisted in their deter

mination ; f0r Gov. Pigot with a daring Which amounted

almost to recklessness in the face of a large army and

fleet, declared that he would furnish no money to the

troops or French {risoners unless his demand was complied

with. The army submitted and Pondicherry was handed over

to him.

The fall of this city ended a war, which had been

carried on for fifteen years between the English and the

French for the supremacy in India. Dvring the first period

of the war under the wise policy of Dupleix and Hurry,

the French had been uniformly successful. Bot a fatal

step was taken when the Court of Versailles recalled

Dupleix, and with the succession of Lally the rapid decline

of the French cause became inevitable. 0n the other

hand the English had profited by the loss of Madras in

1746; and when the town was restored to them by the Treaty

 

1. Mill, edited by Wilson, Vol. 111, p 255.
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of Aix-Ls-Ohnpelle in 1748, they immediately set to Work

to strengthen its fortifications under the direction

of Captain Call, one of the ablést engineers

period. Not only was the military situation

but a distinct advance was made in the civil

tion when the direction of affairs at‘fledras

from the hands of the worth; but inefficient

of this

improved,

administra

passed

Mr" daun

ders into those of Hr. Pigot, under whose able government

the succes: of the English arms was ultimately established

in India. '
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CHAPTER 111.

ADMINISTRATION OF THE GOVERNMENT OF FORT ST. GEORGE FROM

1760 to 1763.

After the English had succeeded in expelling the

French from the Carnatic, they turned their attention to

it; internal affairs, which were in a deplorable con

dition on account or the ravages of the war and the weak

rule of yuhammad Ali, who was Nawab at the time. He had

been or little assistance to the English during the late

struggle and his cavalry had failed them at the most

critical moments. Although he was entirely dependent

upon the Presidency of Madras for support, yet he regarded

himself as absolute in his dominions; and the English had

done much to strengthen him in this view, for throughout

the war they had repeatedly declared that they were tight

ing solely in his interest.

On the 13th of June 1760, the Rawab wrote a letter

to Governor Pigot, in which he made the following proposi

tion: . to pay twenty-eight lakhs of rupees annually to

the government of Madras, until the debt for which he had

become responsible during the war should be discharged; to

contribute yearly three lakhs of rupees toward the sup

port or the garrison at Trichinopoly. Should Pendi

cherry be reduced, he would meet the whole debt within a

 

1. Macpherson, pp 114,115.
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year on condition that the English would consent to

assist him with a force in subduing and exacting tribute

from his rebellious subjects. If any of the territory

between the Vellore and the Tinnevelly should be ravaged by

the French or the Marathas, he would expect the Company

to deduct the amount of loss, caused by such plundering

from the twenty-sight lnkhs of rupees.

In return for his assistance, the English were to

show by unmistakable signs their disapproval of any dis

turbance on the part of his tributaries, who were to be

informed of their present agreement by Governor Pigot.1.

In regard to his revenue, the Company's officers were to

-aid in the collection if necessary and were not to de

mand any share of the sums, which he received from the

Polygars or county nobles and the Killadars or governors

of the forts. He further desired that his flag instead of

that of the English should be hoisted in the different

forts within his territories, and that the Company's of

ficers in the garrisons should receive orders, not to

attempt to play any part in the internal government of the

Carnatis nor in the disputes of its inhabitants. No per

sons, who held offices of trustbnder the Nawab, were to be

taken/into the Company's service. He concluded his

letter by asking for a fresh pledge of the friendship of

 

l. Hacpherson, p 115.
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the English for himself and his children.

The treasury of Madras had been exhausted by the

long war that had been waged with the French and funds

must be obtained from some source for the support of the

government. Without entering into discussion concerning

the conditions required by the Newab, Governor Pigot

assented to his proposal.

In his answer to Muhammad Ali, he promised not to

give protection to anyone opposed to the interests of the

Carnatic and to send letters to the various dependents

of the Newab to inform them of the arrangements which had

been concluded between the English and their ally. He ex

pressed his satisfaction with the terms of the agreement

in the following words addressed to the Nawab: ' I have

entire confidence in your sincerity, and I am fully per

suaded that the sum, which you have proposed to assign to

the Company, is as great as your present circumstances

will allow.‘ ' Yet in spite of this declaration, the

need of funds became so urgent at Madras that within a few

months the President and Council called for fifty lakhs of

rupees instead of the sum specified in the agreement.

In vein, the Newab pleaded that he was unable to meet the

demand made upon him. The English pressed him for its

0
"0

payment and he was forced to raise the money by loans.

 

1. Mr. Pigot's Letter to the Nawab, June 25, 1760. Origi

nal Papers, pp 44-48.

2. Iscpherson, p 116.
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After the French surrendered to the English at

Pondieherry, the expenses or the siege devolved upon the

Nawab, who had agreed to take the responsibility of pay

ing them upon condition that he might receive the stores

found in the city. The event had a different issue from

what he had expected. When Pondicherry was captured, the

English appropriated the Stores for themselves but

promised to make a deduction for them in the Newab's

accornt. When the Company heard of this promise, they were

displeased and refused to allow Muhammad Ali anything, al

though they permitted their eerVants to retain the stores.l.

Many of those, whom the Nawab claimed as his tributar

ies, had taken advantage of the recent troubles in the Car

natic and had gone over to the side of the enemy or re

fused to pay their tribute“ Muhammad Ali resolved to

bring these rebellious subjects to Justice and determined

to undertake an expedition against them. The most im

portant of these here the Polygars on the north and the

Marawars on the south, which With TanJore were separate

principalities and were in no way pleased to regard

themselves as under the permanent subJection. or the

Nawab. They had never been made a part of the Mughal

Empire and paid trib'te only when the; were forced to do

2.

so by the strength of their more powerful neighbors.

 

1. Sir John Lindsay's Narrative, Oct. 15, 1770, Secretary

of State's Office,- quoted by Hacpherson, p 116.

2. Auber, Vol. 1, p 518.
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r

Muhammad Ali realized that his resoutes were too

slender and his army too weak to subdue his enemies without

assistance from some source. He turned to his allies at

Madras and besonght their aid.The English had engaged in

war for fifteen years and felt that a period of peace

was necessary to recover their former prosperity. Therefore

the Council decided not to aid in the Nawab's expedition,

but in order to yacify him they directed Governor Pigot

to write a circular letter to the defendants of the Oarnatic,

ordering them to submit to the authority of Muhammad Ali. 1’

The letter was written and in the month of July 1760, Gov

ernor Pigot wrote to the Nawab's wife, expressing the

sentiments of the English to her in the following words:

"By the blessing of God, the whole Oernatie is entirely

and firmly established in the Nabob and his posterity.

As long as the English settlements remain in Hindostan,

the Company's people are diligently to use their endeavors

in promoting and assisting the affairs of the Carnatic in

its obedience to the Nabob." 2'

It was not until the summer of 1761 upon the renewal

of the demands of Muhammad Ali that the English consented

to give him any direct aid. 3' At this time he contem

plated an expedition against Mortaz Ali, who was in

possession of the strong fortress of Vellore and had

yGcvernor Pigot's General Letter, quoted by Heepherson, p118.

2. Hr. Pigot's Letter to the Nawab's Wife, dated July 1,1760,

Originnl Papers, pp 50, 51.

3. Macpherson, p 119.
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refused to pay tribute, The reduction of Vellore was

undertaken by the Joint forces of the English and the

Nawab, but it was no easy task. Iortaz-Ali successfully

resisted their attempts to capture the fortress for three

months and surrendered only after the conquest hadcost

the English a vast amount of labor and money. 1.

In the month of A gust 1761, Vuhanmad Ali again

asked for the assistance of the English abainst the Rajah

of Tanjore, who it was claimed had availed himself of the

late troubles in the Carnatic to evade the payment of his

tribtte and had aided the Nawab only once during the we

at the siege of Trichinoyoly, when he was induced to do

so by a promise of some exemption in the arrears of the

Sum which he owed to Muhammad Ali. 2.

Tanjore was a rich country, which had not been

devastated by the ravages of foreign armies, and Muhammad

All had already conceived the project of addin5 it to his

dominions. This design was the keynote of his fhture policy

and influenced it in great measure. Mr. Pigot did not care

to repeat the experiment of Vellore and moreover saw that

it was not to the interest of the English to allow the

Nawab to become too powerful on the Coromandel Coast.

He refused to aid Muhammad Ali in the conquest of Tanjore

and recommended a peaceable settlement of the difficulties

1. Macpherson, p 119.

2. Ibid, PP 119,120.
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between the Nawab and the Rajah. He offered his services as

mediator, and for this action Mr. Pigot has been censured.

It has been claimed that a subject of the Mughal Empire

had no right to act as mediator in disputes, that were be

tween states, one of which was dependent upon the other.

Hr. Pibot did not regard the Rajah as merely the subordinate

agent of the Hawab and gave his view of the case in a

letter addressed to Muhammad Ali, May 51, 1762. He says:

' I ccnsider the King of Tanjore as a sovereign prince, and

it is a custom when two states disagree to call in a

third to J dge between them. I offer myself as such and

therefore the treaty must be concluded by me.'1.

Tithout further discussion, Governor Pigot sent Mr. Du Pre

as agent to Tanjore to give both parties a hearing and to

bring their affairs to a peaceable settlement. he found

that Pratapa Sinha, who was Rajah at this time, had failed

to pay the tribute to huhammad Ali for many years; but on

the other hand a deduction for the amount due on ten of those

years had been promised by the Nawab upon condition that

the Rajah would give his assistance during the late war,

which Muhammad Ali claimed that he had never heartily done.2.

A treaty was dictated by Mr. Pigot, which was signed 3

upon the 20th of September 1762. Its terms were as follows:

the Nawab was to receive from the Rajah as arrears of tri

 

1. Mr. Pigot's letter to the Nawab, May 31, 1762, quoted

by Macphsrson, p 124.

2. Hacpherson, p 123.

3. Aitchison, Vol. V, pp 567-9.





22.

bute twenty-two lakhspf rupees, which were to be paid in

five installments: also four lakhs annually in the month

of July as Peshkush and Din-bar charges. In addition to

these sums, the Rajah agreed to give rive lakhs as a

yresent but desirsd that one of these lakhs shOuld be

deducted for his officers. By the terns of this treaty,

Pratsps Sinha was to have the districts of Koiladi and

Elinfid ceded to him, and his protege, Trimul Rec, who had

sen deprived of his position as Killadar of Arni, was to

be restored. The President and Council made themselves

guarantors of the treaty and presented it to the Newab for

his signature. He was highly dissatisfied with its terms.

It is said that he refused to subscribe to them, and that

Ur. Pigot was ooliged to seize his seal, and apply it with

his own hands. 1.

However the case may be, the President and Council

fully realized that the term of the Treaty were inadequate

to the claims of the Nawab, but they gave good and valid

reasons for enforcing them upon him in their letter to

the Court of Directors, dated November 9, 1762, in which

they showed the expediency of preserving the peace in the

Carnatic. Thev said that the English at Madras were not

 

l. Stated on the authorit? of the Newab's letter to Mr. Palk,

Oct. 8, 1776; Vacpherson says that General Lawrence, Mr.

Bouchier andparticularly Colonel Cell and "r. Pslk were ei

ther present at the transaction or were convinced of the

truth of it from the incontestible information, given by

others as well as the Hawab.

2. Letter from the President and Council of Madras to the

Court of Directors, Nov. 9, l762,-quoted by Hacpherson,p 128.
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in Losseesion either of a strong enough force nor suf

ficient frnds to join in an expnuition of the Nowab against

the Rajah; and moreover, their rupture with s yrince as

powerful as Prntara Sinha niJLt result ulSLSt‘OLSly end

involve them in a war with other Indian princes. As to

the dissatisfaction of the Hawab, it was unreasonnble since

he would have received nothing withort their intervention.

The Treaty on the whole was s wise measrre and was enacted

with the best of motives.

After this,sffairs went more smoothly for a time.

The Hawab handed over to the Company the twenty-two lakhe of

rrpess paid him by the Rajah, and credit was given for them

in his account.

In 1763, the great European conflict, known in history

as the seven Years' War, was brought to a close by the

signature of the Treaty of Paris, in the eleventh article

of which, the Indian question was definitely settled. 1. Grea‘

Britain was to restore to France the variozs factories in

India, possessed by the 1French at the beginning of the year

1749. Francs renounced all claims to the conquests, which

she had made during the war on the Coromsndel Coast and in

Orissa, and a3reed neither to quarter trools nor to erect

fortifications within the province of Bengal. Huhammad Ali

was acknowledged by both the English and the French as the

lawful ruler of the Carnatic. He was the first Indian chief,

 

1. Martens, Vol. 1, pp 112, 113.
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who had been mentioned as an ally in a European treaty

with the exception of the Nizam, who was mentioned in the

same article, and he was not immediately informed of the

new dignity, which had been conferred uyon him, because

the English feared that it might give him an undue sense

of his authority.

Before returning to England, Governor Pigot was

anxious that the Newab should make a grant of lands to

the Company, from which the; could collect the revenues.

Muhammad Ali tried to evade this demdnd and pleaded as an

excuse the burden of debt which he sustained. The Gover

nor answered that on accownt of the weakness or the Newab,

the defence of the Carnatic must fall upon the English, who

were not able to defend it without an army: and in order

to sustain an army, revenue was necessary. At first Hr.

Pigot asked for a grnnt of certain villages around Madras,

to be given only after the Nawab's debt to the Company was

discharged. But at a later interview, he urged Muhammad

Ali to give four districts to the Company, among them

Conjaveram.l. The Ndwao objected to this increased demand,

but Mr. Pigot assured him that if he would make the grant

of territor;, the Compan, would ask nothing more from him,,

and would assist him if necessary with a proper force of

Europeans; also, until his debts were discharged, he

should receive the revenue from the ceded lands, which re

 

l. Hacpherson, p 155.
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1.

meined fifter the soldiers were paid for their services.

Mnhsnmsd Ali wished to secure a written promise that

these conditions weild be fulfilled end sent a draught of

the =greewent to Hddrss to be signed. Hr. Tibet refused

to sign it and re‘1rned ii with a letter, in Vhich he remind

ed the Hawab of his obligations to the Enblish and that

2.

1‘ ill became him to dictate terms to the Company.

The districts were granted with the privilegereserved to

lihnmaed Ali of renting them in order to preserve appear

ances with his subjects.

In October 1763, Mr. Pigct resigned his office and

riiurned to England. His cdreer in India had reflected

honor upon himself and the Company. He had filled the posi

tion of governor of Wedras at a most critical period in the

history of the English on the Coromsndel Coast, and by his

brave defence of Fort ST. George, hed given an effectual

check to the schenas of the French in India. In his

civil ddninistrdtion, he had pursued a wise policy . After

the war between the English and the French had terminated ,

he had sought to restore Madras to its former prosperity.

He understood that a yeriod of pence was necessary for its

material developenent, and with the exception of the con

quest of Vellore, he refused to embark in the Newab's

schemes for war. B; the Tresty of 1762, he established

geese in the Cernnti c and thwarted for a period of several

1. Rons's Arlendix, t 161 is authority given by Macpherson to

his statement in regard to the matter.

2. Kr. Pigot's Letter to the Nawab, A 5.15,l765,quoted by Mil
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years Huhimmed Ali's project under his rule, which the Oom

pany believed would give him too much power and would

be detrimental to their best interests. He improved the

financial ccnd tion of the Corprny at Madras by obtaining

a gr nt of lands from the Navab, which would yield a good

revenue and enable the English to maintain an army for

their defence. Althovgh his measures in regard to flu

hanmad All have been censured, they appear to have been

dictated by a sincere desire to advance the Company's

interests on the Coronandel Coast. He parted with the

Newab on terms of algarent friendship and received from

him a princely memorial of his regard{. In short his private

character and successful administration of the government

of Vadras had men for him universal respect and esteem.

 

l. Considerations, p 6.
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CHAPTEP 1V.

LIFE IN ENGLAND FROH 1765 TO 1775.

Toward the close of the 16?? 1763, Mr, Pigot found

himself ugcin upon ‘he shores of his native land,

The fume of his Ccllsnt defence of Hadrss had preceded

him, and upon his rettrn he received many tokens of pub

lic favor. His fort-he, which had been amassed by lending

money at a high rate of interest to the Hawab of the Car

natic and the chiefs and managers of the yrovinces, was

1.

estimated at £400,000 and gave him considerable influence

in England. 0n the 5th of DBCKmbeT 1764, he “as created

a baronet with remainder to his brothers Robert and H‘gh

n,

and their mole issue. A little later on the 15th of Jan

uary 1765, he was elected to tie House of Commons as

member for Wallingford in Berkshire to fill & vacanc;,

which had been caused by the death of John Hervey.3. One

honor followed closely upon anovher, and Janrnry 18, 1766

he was raised to the dignity of an Irish peer. He was made

Baron Pigot of Patshull, a very rich estate , for which he

4!
*I

is said to have paid £100,000, A: the general election

 

1. hr. fists is the authori y given for this statement by

Malcolm, Vol. 11,? 251. This manner of procuring wealth

was not considered discredicsble a: the time that Lord

Pigot was in India, although it was afterwards shown to be a

source 0i grant injary *0 the Comrany's inter sts.

2. Foster, g 500. ( p,123.

3. efficial Return of Lists of Hembers of Parliament,pt.ll,

4. Die. Nat. Biog.Vol.X LV, p 280.
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of 1769, he transferred his seat in the House of Commons

for Wallingfq~d to his brother Robert and was retnrned

himself for Bridgnorth in Shrorshire, 1for which borough

he continued to sit vntil his death, she: his brother Hugh

was elected TO fill his ylece. Upon the 3d of July 1769,

he had the honorary title of Doctor of Civil Tow conferred

upou him by the University of Cambridge.

After Lord Pigot had been in England for twelve years,

he manifested a desire to return to India. During the

latter part of his first governorship of Madras, his at

tention had been almost wholly engrossed by difficulties

in regard to the internal government of the Cernatic and

the relations existing between the Nawsb and other native

princes, particrlarly the Pqjnh of Tanjore. An attempt

had been made to settle these trghlesome questions both in

the faVorite measure of Mr. Pigot's administration, the

Treaty of 1762 and in the eleventhhrticle of the Treaty

of Paris, but an effectual solntion of these troubles seemed

impossible under the existing form of government in the

Oarnafic. At Calcvttn, the President and Covncil had taken

upon themselves the financial administration of the ferri

tories of the natives in Bengal, at the same time guaran

0

teeing to protect them from foreign invasion. Bvt at

Madras the English possessed only a small district of land

which they held under what is called a Jaghire tenure in

 

l. Gffisial Return of Lists of Vehbers of Parliament,pt.

2. Auber, Vol. 1, p 146. (ll.p 142.
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India. Over the greater part of the Carnhtic, th~‘ had

always professed to acknowledge the undisputed sway of

l.

Ynhhnmad All, bo‘h in the civil and financial administrations.

This involved continr l d1ffic=l in
U) on the part cf the

Bnblish, for :he Hersh who a P‘sx Irince and was unable

tr protect his coninixns from his enemies, and the gov

ernment of Vaorns bPAQUhll} assumed the military defence

of the Carnatic. In a letter from the Court of Directors

to the Council in 1765, the; were urged to keep the prin

ciple forts of Mohammad Ali in their hands; however

1)

strenuous his objections might be. In order to snylort an

army for the defence of the country, revunue was necessary,

b t the Newao was a Loor administrator and had consthnt re

course to a system of loans, which soon proved destruc

tivo to the highest interests of the Comiany on the Car

OBLRQBl Coast.

lhe complication of affairs was increased by a war

waged between the English at Madras and Raider Ali, the rul

er of Mysore. After hostilities had continued for about

three years, a treaty was finally concluded in 1769, which

was not highly creditable to the English; for Haiqar

Ali was allowed to retain all of his conquests, and a com

pact was made that in case either of the contracting parties

shozld be attacked, the other should come forward with

 

l.K&oLh5PbuU, p 135.

2. Letter from the Directors to the Presidency of Madras,

uutud DQQQMLk? 22, l765,—quoted b; Kill.
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l.

assistance.

In .nflv 1770 anc‘hor difficulty was added +n fhe

sitva‘ion t Pad"rs, by the a*rivn1 of 31v John Lindsay,

who had been son! ovt to Ih”1a as "inis+=r Ploiipotflntiary

of the Crown to look after ‘12 exncnttcn cf the eIJvanth

O

av'ficln of fhe Trtnty of Pwris. This msvsur“ had

taor taken withcwt the knowledgo of fhe 00mpan7 and was

to be frodvcfive of mrch tv0"ble in the Carnatic. Sir

Johw Lindsay hogan his unwise policy at Padres by oriar

in; tho President aod 00"ncil to appea" in his triin,

non he went to dolivor the King's presents to the “a

Ynb. They refvsed f0 comply with his demand for the

reason that it would degrade *hom in the axes of the

natives and lessen their pews" in the Cu"nat1c.

Wuhammad Ali was not slow to re*coive the growing

enmity between *ho English "inisfier and the Comgan;'s

servants, and he resolved 50 take advantage of it. He

1oured forth accusations of corrnp+ion and ingnstice

againafi *hq Presiden“ ard Council of "adras. L. .etters

were Wrififion to England, which We“e filled with invoc

tivas aJfiiHSt the alleged oppressors, sir John

Linosay lPnt a "oad" ear to all of his cowrlaints, and

by constantly emphasizing the importance of his position

as defined by the eleventh article of .he Tveuty of

Paris, succoeiod in iospi*ing him with an uodue sense

 

l. T-ll~sou, Lif of War*rn Tastings, j 87.

2. “wophqvsan, p 171.

3. Ibid, p 174.
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1.

of his power and authority. The influence oi his

English creditors tended in the some direction, for it

was to their interest that he should be all toworful, and

Warren Hastings, who was ssoons in the Council of Madras

for e tits, SuiQ that the focilitating or the Luyment

of his dents was often urged bv him as L inducement for

the board among whom he hdu muny creditors, to consent

2.

to his demands.

From time to time Hlhamnad Ali scught to involve the

GOVQrnnent of Madras in war. In 1770, the fiaruthos in

vadeo the country of Haidar Ali and enueavored to use

their influence with the Nawab to secure the assistance

6. and Council

of the English. The President/0f Madras refused to

aid them, for by the terms of the treaty of 1769, they

had no right to oo so. Sir John Lindsay urged Muhammad

Ali to persist in his demands for an alliance between the

Englisn and the Marathas, and the results might have been

fatal to the interests of the settlement if theiiinister

of the Crown had not been fortunately recalled st this

time. He was succeeded by Sir Robert Harland, who did

4.

not arrive in Inoia Lntil September 1771.

i

A few months previous to his arrival, the Rajah of

  m- - _ -.._ V -0.....- -i-_-__._._ -_ __ __._.-..--~--

1. Barron Hastings's Letter to Lawrence Sulivan, dated

Febrvary 10,1772,- qwotod by Gleig, Vol.1, }p181,182.

2. Letter of Warren Hastings to 51* U. Colebrooke, dated

February 15, 1772, - quoted by Gleig, Vol. 1, p 193.

b. Ahbei", l,41bid, Vol. 1, p 508.
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Tanjore had undertaken an exyedition against the Iirlwars,

under the pretext that oortmin districts which belonged

l.

to him, hai been seized by their chief. The Nowab

rasistod toe claim of the ’aJ-o eni dool_red that he had

no "15ht %0 max: vi? "loo 4 firiowtarj to the government

0? $30 Ca"n1tio. Tho Prtsidont and Council of Widros

T!“c asked to lend tool" oasiszanoe in an 4::30k upon

the Vajan. The; Wu?fi plusod in a difficult yosition.

The Havab W48 tholr ookuowlodged ally, yet as for as his

claims and those of fiho Rdjflh ulon the Karowor country

on"" oonoernol, ihe; unders‘ood that i: was largely a question

of power, wdioi was the only arbiter of right in India.

Even if the vzlidity of Kvhammod Ali's claims was recognized,

the fielect fiommittoe of Hodvhs declared themselves unwilling

to asoisi in subverting any established government in India

wiih whom fie Corqany we*e in ozy way connected. They re

alized fhut it vould be an unwise stroke of policy to

allow Fvhanzud All to gain possession of Lhe country-of

0
1.. .

Tanjore.

“evsrtheless they left the Newab, who was the bitter

enemy of the Fajnh, to negotiate with him, ano the final

outcome was an expedition against langore in which Hu

0|

hanmad Ali was aided by the English. The place was be

sieged in September brt a sudden peace was concluoea on the

 
fl

1 a ‘.".LZC1‘h-RT'UC"1, I?2. Aube', Vol. 1, p 531.

'3. Considerations w p 25.
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27th of October between the Rajah and the flxwab, in which

the Company hld no part. A few months later thro 5h the

help of tha English, mnummnd All was placed in the undis

gvfed LG3SPSs10n if fH= Yur=u r country.

Tn +2e 23d of Fébr ary 1773, Yr. $ynch succe=dpd

1.

to the govu"norship of Yad~as, and undP" his ad

ministvation, thn Ngvub smccvedfid in carvyin¢ out his

leu;-1rojected scheme 01 ccnquerin; Tanjore. The new

Governor had no SGOHur resumed office than ccmp1a1n*s were

brought to him that the Tajah nan intrigxing with th?

Maraflhas and Huiiur Ali anginst the NaWflb. That there was

some excuse for this action on his part, the Government

of Madras acknowleubeu, fcr there was no dorbt but +hat

he had cause to be agprehensive of the designs of rw

humuad Ali 1pon Lia territcries. Yet the President and

COLHCil, allebing as one of the {rims motives of thpir

action, the fact that it was hangerous to have u powar

in league with their énemiQs fully establishvg 1r *hP

Carnatic, determined to Legin hostilifiies Lgwinvfi fhn Fujah.

In August 1775, Tunjore was besiegen L; a combinFd force

of the English and Huwub's troops and was forced to Snrren

. a
uer cn the 17th of September. N. The RQJ h had his

family Were taken prisonevs by Muhhmmud Ali into whose

hands the dominions of Tanjore were trunsfcrvnu.

 

l. Fringe; k XXX.

2. For a detailed account of the expeuition against the

Cajun, ccnuul+ KLGLHGFSOQ, p} 233- .
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Hiring the period of these transdctions, no in

structions had been sent by the Com1auj to tEcir servants

at fiadras and their silence has been interpreted ;: Diving

A"

~_’LA

rv

and
'1

p. rtheir consent to the meuSLros of tie Prei

1.

Council. The isilurc of the Corrfl of i '"i
actors toU

iutérvane in India d ring tflJS Lsriod has been attributed

to the fact that questions of momentous importance were

ergrossing their attention at home, which rcsvltod in a

complete ghsnga of their constitution in the Regulating Ash

of 1775. V. Jost as soon as there matters were adjusted,

they turned their attentiOn to the Tanjora question, and

early in the spring of 1775 they made their report upon

the same.

They determined to remove Mr. Wynch and began to

look for some one to fill his place. The Gourt of D1

rqotors by a small majority declared for fir. Rumbold, but

their decision was ragersed b; the Cowrt of Proprietors

who choso Lord Pigot. . Macpherson says that the resolrtion

relatlvs to the restoration of the Rajah of Tanjore orig

inn+ed in the appointment of Lord Pigot to the governor

ship of Hadra8;4 that the oroers, in regard to the policy

to be pursued toward the Hawab and the Rajah, were {ennsd

undsr his inspection, and that they laid upon the table

1
for snveral days before too proper number of signatures

 

l. Vacphorson, pp 229-231.

2. "Tas R6530rq3103 of Qid King of Tinjors", oonsidsred in

reply to the "Statemenn of Facts", quoted by Mr. M111, 1V,Pll

3. Hacphqrson, p 255-4.

4. lbid, p 262.
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could be cbtiined; ind thit only when Lord Fi;ot fhreitened

to resign were the numea HFCTSEJTY for thcir ratification

obtairad rpon the lfith of April 1775{.

T‘!’ :pl‘ov» qi _‘P~:==‘\‘J ii» h"0'd1_ 1's_ir, I‘c'" a gregt

Lody if ’-* Dl“9c‘ors hai lercoived th?‘ it was to their

iit5r*5r to MilLtZin a dva balancé bqtw?:n the rivol

powers of the Na Lb “3i the :Hjlh and had m¢n1frsted their

615;;1r0vu1 of the recent groceedings of their servants

at Xiirus by the iionissal cf Govarnor W;nch Q d the

r krinonding of his Council. Tnut Lord PiJOt was in favor

of strong measuras for tne restoration of the Rajah and

(Y

Hit he used his influence to tnat end, there can be

little uoubt: for the favorite act of his former Ldministra

tion at Hhdris A&d been the Treaty of 1752, wnich WLS

declared isolafiad bt the recent disyossessing of the

Rajih of his powers. Without resigning his seit in Par

liamaut ihi with tho evid'nt intention of refurniL; to

En;1:nd as soon as he had exeo'ted the orders of t“e

COflllfly in rabird to the restoration of the figjan of Canjore,

Lord Pius: aiiled for India.

1. smoyharsou, pp 268-9.





$6,

0%APTFR v.

swco“o oOVFwnoRQHIP ovFoRT ST, GEORGE, 1775-6

DEPOTI'WM, mow? mo mam.

Lord Pi7ot arrived at lhd“cs uron thc lith of De

c-n'nr 1775 and immcdiately rennmod his dh'ies as 50v

1.

ehnor. He had a difficult task before him: but his

kzcwl=dur of affiirs 2+ Vqflvas, his ropn*afiion for undaunt

a“ conrhie ivd.un:o"rn1fiod inc=5ri?y and ‘he great in

.l “nos, Which his fowfiune uni connoc‘ions had given him

\riin t}? Conlac', sfiouad to mark him as fh" mnn eminanuly

Zit.ei for tha role, he was callod upon to play. He

tJFWSQ his utten'ion at 0109 to the execwtion of the or

ders of the Divcctors f0r tho restoration of the Rajah of

TARJOYJ to the torri‘ohiea of which he hid been dis

possessed. The Cowbell advisod that as much tact and deli

die] as possible be cmr10"ed in communicating the in

structions of fhe Comfnny to the Nnwab of the Carnatic, in

OYMCF that he might sPbmit wi*hnit struggle to the will of

the biractors, *ha‘ *he horriioriss, which he had seized,

Le irnnsfsrred fPOJ his hrnds to those of “hair lawful owner.

Thc“‘ was no rfcn resistance at firs‘ on the part of

i)

n.

XLhhwxuu Ali. when Lohd Pijot infovmvd him that it

J46 ;h- plau3“r1 of {he Comyuhy *hat he shorld restore

_a.-._..k-_.__ -... <

l. Prirzep, p XX“.

2. Bri;l, ; 10 Q.
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Tqnjorp to the Qwjwh, he :u;gestad that Cu accownt of the

m~fly fronwdlfisn ropo“ts, Thich hbd rszcfi:d tha exrs of

the Directors in England, 1? would b: well to wlit until

a morn th0ronvh "nd¢*s*zr”1n of ‘ne c211 v45 irrivei at

afld fr=ah OP3%”3 w~*~ “1c~ived. In thq m\“wfi~n, ho

wowld conqent +0 rdcutvfi :1 English gn"'1sun into ths

fo"t of TanJOFQ. Lo*d Pi'o‘ zncv;rei f3¢t the case would

aimit of no dq1ay, “dd h1?1 fine G‘h of FQbr:ary, 1776, the

Cowynnr's t“onp3 fwok 1o11~~sion of Tanjcre, and the

1.

W‘Jnfi W75 3*? :* 11¥°"".

It was Int n~c~uai"y to 1lacfl him in yossession of the

"avennws of tfio corn%rf, whicfi consiqfind Pf tt? drain

growing upon the 11nl. 0“ LCEOUWT of the CIVQRCQd soason

of tho "oar, fho cro; was about “van; to be harvfistci, and

prompt ac‘ion Tan damand d 1? ordev to prevfini th= Nawub

f*cm "oopifl; 1h“ bnnnfifg o ifi uvd thus svkciawaiglly re

maining in reasonsion of the revsnues of Tanjorv for the -

cvrrent roar. Accoruinflly, 11 Wk“ resolved h; '19 CO‘ncil

that Lord Pigot rhnuld proceed to Tanjore to ‘fls‘orp

the Pajah to *he fvll rnd uninterrupted {assassion of his

)

#- 0

country, the crop rot adni‘tinu of further 661 f.

Accompanied by two LPMbPTQ of fhe Couycil, Yr. Jourdan

and Mr. Dalrymple, Lord Pivot set Oh; to fulfil tho ord~rs

of the Com? my, and 'pon thfi llfh of Agril, tLrse L&,5

 

1. "rial, I 1970.

2. Ibifi, p 1071.
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af‘o: E1: gorival “1 T Jjore, he proclaimed the reduo"a

tio: :f the P J;I. Th. “h'db “skei nhflt he hibhL b»

£17." 5 to colltct tho F’V'QFGQ ovon 116 or.in Io" that

- A ~ ~ ' _ \ _- _ <v A 1 -_ 1 A. '_

g- ‘ "1 u ‘ ‘ \- .-.|.~\: . be no u 1‘ , 1:: L vo ‘ , o‘- 111D

- _ -3 'l . v , 1 1 _r .I z ‘ ' g r,~‘_1]= a t. T(\" 1‘:;(‘,. I. -0(:\ ‘ li...t"$l'

'i q . '9 \ ‘ - 1 - _ ~ 4 \

c l 1 ; or u \ lpi Ci o-eo rosiqtluoo to l

1H.ofiio:s vhish "‘" JOiTJ on, fefi @ll ‘25 tiaa he was

i -i ll.“ 5; menu; of lotfiers and other devices to an

liofl fl: s;m;aihiis of influnntial indiviouols in the Com

} g's sa'vicw on his aids. Tho terms which Lord Pibot

s ourid f-on the Rijih, wore odvontagnovs to the

El lish. The Rajwh grooisel fio contribute fourtosn lakhs

r poea “annull; for the oniotanance of tho Co;pan_'s

1.

t~oops, alzo L tron: of land about the fort of Devi-kota.

Lord ligot FufiuTdfid to the Council and placed before

them a 30 rnol of his PYQQGud1M5S at Tanjoro, which was

0

ai‘roved by all the members except Mackaj.~.He obgoctc

to Lord Pljbt's action in “sizing, as he suy1033d, a sor

vout cf the Rijhh, but who vos in fact the aadifior

general of “he Nllub's 00‘oir“. He aloe condemned the

punishmcn! of a person belonging to one of the 1rinciple

oostes of fihe countr;, who had been whipped upon the oublio

Pa’ud: by ovler of fiho Governor and had thus lost his caste.

LOPd Pidoi Justified hilself 14 this action by stafirg that

_1

the man, upon wnom ha ha; inflicted this public disdrac&

‘
6112 2.“.1773, 9,3 - l,ArLiclo roan UQfQRJ- of Lord Pigot

2. Trial, p 1073. ( by G. Rous.
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had intruded himself upon the Rajah late at night and under

circumstances which pointed to suspicious designs on his

part.

Just before Lord Pigot had set out for TanJore, a

slight mention had been made of the claims of a certain

Paul Benfield upon the revenues of the country of Tan

Jore.1. In order to understand the nature of thaaq claims,

it will be necessary to give some idea of the relations

existing between the Nawab and his creditors at this time.

Instead of establishing his seat of government within his

own dominion, Muhammad Ali had taken up his residence in the

suburbs of Madras, and thence it was claimed that he Was

constantly intriguing with the servants of the Company

and ready to take advantage of any disputes Which might

arise in the Council, all the secrets of which he knew.2.

But more detrimental to the Company's interest than

his residing at Madras, was the nature of his pecuniary

transaction with certain English gentlemen, who furnished

him with money, whenever he called for it at an enormous

rate of interest. The Nawab ind his creditors were not

adversaries but formed a combination, which resulted in

the aggrandizement of their own resources at the expense of

the public revenues and the miserable inhabitants of the

Carnatic.5. At one time Muhammad Ali's debt amounted to

£2,945,600, and assignments for that amount were held by

English creditors upon his territories. In 1770, John Call,
“--_-‘_ - ~— - "

  
---.- _ '_ -.-._ -__._.-_-__

IZTrial, p 107']n

2. Stanhope, V01. V11. p 396.

S. Burke, Vol. lV p 20. works
A.

and Correspondence.
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JanPS “finrchiqv and a few OfHQP individuals held a3515n~

mfln‘s "yon th“ rQVQQUQS of fif‘ean districts of fhe

Nq'wb's cnwn*ry, which yieldPd £320,000 annually, a1§o

1'1""! *h‘: "Ea-v.1): ivibvre Iri" b" “"1 Rfliflh of T-Ivljn"9 930

"“H~w#1d A11, a 91m of 5 10,000.1. It was :0 tze intnrest

of ffi=s~ crflfiirrrq tH-t the H-Iau snovld b: a‘l powarful

¢“i in fin“ of *hésa l‘fi*ers writrfin 1‘ 1719, axe Directors

exfv~"q ?'a suspicion that p~*hnps the real mofiive for their

0"“varts' qggrrrdiZfiwpnt 01 Vnnamnqd Ali's Fower had its

$0"rc~ in th“ debt which h“ owed to thpm. Adviral

Iigc‘ C=¢l¢r9d 1v fhn Hons: of Conrwrs {hkt his brother

11': b2=u oPfnfied a b*1he o '-4

£600,000 in Fhflllsh money to

utter *3; rF-ivstafiemvwt of fhe Rajah of Tanjore f0“ a

QnQ~t LnJ Fpn;1fted tixe.

For§wost among +hasq money-lenue*s was Mr. Paul

Biufield, a mun wHow Hvvke hhS mcue kvown to Posterity by

‘is frnous speech vnon thn "Nabob or Arcut's Debca". He

w¢s a m1: of h mble birth, who hvd svoceeuaa in initiating

hi sflf ir‘c ‘he “qwrb's favor and had yructically bucome a

n; hsr of “is fawily. In 1774 he wvs aypoinhed a Junior

wurcfi 2‘ cf {he Company with a salary of1L 1m . He was

.A ups of ext*av» nnf “.sfes and wws covspicuous for the fine

rorLas and cirriaffis which he kept. Yet he claimed to have

nacumzlated VPSt srms of money, ann in 1/75 in a letter

to L rd Ptgofi he filleged that he ban usax+nm~nts amount

ing to £234,000 wpon the revenues of finnJorr Jnr money

 fl * __.-.‘ . . ______  

1- F““R a Vfil- 1V T 30- Works and Correspondence.





101331 ty his to the Newab.

fter Lo"d Pi-ot 's re+wrn, Bonfield's claims came

vp f~r discwssion in the Council. He was able to produce

70 1'*i=fncfinrx evidecce n“ 'he valinifi of his claims

11* s it *E&+ ‘Hr *r'nsrctior. in regard to them were recorded

ir *“" books of tbe Kacheri, which he never produced, and

*E't *Ee "<wab WOHJG swear to the truth of them. A. There

were Prz nhns+iona, which arose in rcgard to the matter:

f‘rr* “\r‘rer the claims hhd any real basis 01 support

0" w=rr owl? a "chars, finViSEQ by Benfiield lad the Nawab

“0 ""c'r' *hc revenues of Tanjore; an“ sscouu1;, if the

deb? “TS *ewl, 414 it 'ive Beniield an; right to assign

::ent= “wow 2 co-nfiry, which Han passed out of the possession

of *he WIWxb info that of the Rajah.

Urow Way 29 a majority of the Council decided against

2%: c1 1*? of "r. Penfiald and the matter wes supposed

q_

‘o h) 3%‘7181. But to quote Mdlloson, "Bzufield

305<essec a power, which in all countries ans at all @1188

has rendered ibe administration of Justice exiremely diffi

5.

cn1‘- rn had the power of the purse;" sud cn June 3,

Yr. Frooko, ?0 the rrout surprise of Lora Pigot, moved that

*he resolvtior in repard t0 Benfield be reconsidered on the

grcirvs that *he si'nificanoe of it had not been rightly

infierprefec,when *he yrevious vote of the Council hao

 

1. ev'-1, ~r 1c00;1.

2. 1r1~, y 107s.

9- "Fwi’qnr P 95”- Life of Warren Hastings.‘





 

'941Y:T‘1I1;'I

 
—_—.‘—-—0‘O-.--00QQQ._.-_.-_-—.—-..—.—.-.1Q‘'0O_a‘H-.-_——-W

'.-.__-,,r-.---,.

p11;0-,m:“Ugv'us-j;0'3,upmu9,423gen-Langst“on{mfvg

mm,C;pu'zvf'."000.1"":‘.1F'-Z[“170'103011',(nt'q*»“*,.-..'-r:-am.9‘-1?${

-.n|‘\f'-|'I“''\'".~l'TQ-.

~oefl'JhJOuozwom?1Jta:v*-9vdvvvxxwdfi-flI??0“01QIUL

.9131“!!!{ml‘:1"

911';g-112,“sew.ipr",'_-'.1a10;2,1"?.0at;may,:,'.5"‘-'.0';q

QOTId{M'i"<".29"?“P*-‘l‘~'---'-“°F‘T'h-SI’PII'P-9M!-Qi-‘Y'I

any;.HPa"*.'f'?',.,o'.rTm“1";121'zfgs‘s'n{Te2,223,{.rmz

'fapfinypoaoza'sf;"O'n;nto;;owHang?}“Ke:quggpyrseq

lab.\ 1EnIz-{Ju‘t‘,$:n,fo'T‘5N13I-I‘HA;I\I~y0\“‘pTT)\‘{(.T‘vIQ-'0‘,.q

a\Ow.”I'Onu‘'r..
eDTS“109xrvq»t2»m~,82m1:La"‘hotzon"@5010.u0:r‘»1$

('1rnl1'pl,Iv,'v'vH
-9pQOJ'Idn,10[‘*‘n",Xe'lan,no,.-'.119.:onaqu-m

Qu'0‘"‘I!~f0\7'9“0“

;'Al“.\L\‘T~.»'0‘pl\1~\

p117){,UO'QS{7110flgnnl’w-f“1.1!;it:q-xjvo-[v~g‘;_:;~v9w.1":r

'r71

.0Qo-q'vuQVIQ.,‘‘II

‘LIQTHU‘“a',$0a.’1'._r..:"w?a4L;.“"'1.~‘;£.._ud"an.1‘6'51

"1@0040;arm;;0Joiqh-trT-heptx":{.2(1;,‘..;.'.\;",f;.sqzd

IT(‘“71",,'f)flr'\t>"‘C"L0H]‘f'1vn'yln‘rI'"-|‘2‘TQT-'F'!.'v:-xv

I-_“)g.,‘QI.-l-.J\‘b\\.n1‘.\:L'-J\kLbLLl‘‘LI

~QnvI.0.II'0‘pAn‘mp\.a|‘I

‘JPnOIfls91vQ‘c~:c.3....aJLc,,-“,”-.¢o¢@bu-mp:.~i

o.r.C---'-"''" -oJd30-14*Jn;121*;'.rs1e.;.an.*.'o.0g,“~,~.r4

Q:-’.r1“.II'',\1-c''Ia'-'qw(\Qr.(\u:1"\Q'Q.

€’..J'u‘0‘!dllULi'l''‘"\b'.v\'.\1l.""8J

QQ.40uI\Y..0V\

Ua‘cbl:(i1‘'l.14.aa.'J9.0~“u-\nuJkbyl‘s'Q’

ueAasTOQt;nf':'q*-p12r¢'2“-i"1"'3L;;;;o'~:

OQ_l~\’I’'\.‘\I,Il.

‘AI-rTTTD.-WOTVmm11''-I'Cl'fii.'“'J£+S~I~~~~~“1'49





45,

his in ev;r, {Cudibll w“; Lo THCOVYP L15 dibfis.

Lard Piguz \Qel moved fh¢t Banfiald 's $15115 "fire of

w lFiYuLO not Iublia nJfiure. A hoh diSOH3JlHH follownd

“4; i Jud fi¢.ll, u c14'd n~12 '“~_ v~~w y"1vate, so far
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.Muo .Lc ,UBJ.iOA do, a)“ 4 sariows aspec; 131 194 fio

giviuiod 1“ ;;1 10o.¢il. . I: -ua faln {hot fHP first

Oy,£Ji§lQQ area: to 2;: FBLQ'J, vgicn Lo*d Pigo- hai de

cJar.u 4vu255.?3 in 0-1 v f0 g”?S%"VG in: :etflenawt from

Phil; .

Uron L“ “,3 01 Jul_, Lord Pigot {roiosfii th;t a

Ohiwf “:6 co nail be uppeinted.to ciroy on th? comm=rcia1

T wihtvrests of the CCflLhL§ J? ILHJO‘S. :15 o =S'r8 was

LQt fCVuYubll rec i\ed h_ a majority of tne ;sr>a"s cf the

CC\LSil, wit it 1“» tin lly deciged to aliojlt r Resident

. . . ~

at .ALJcre and .r. R sscll's ndme was sub 11* a by He

1"

$0v:runr. ITQNiOla ‘0 this time howpvrr a lat‘er hcd
4

Leon Jun: L; CC10L~1 Ttuhrt, vho va; ‘ke officer second in

00;.“uq '0 "1r Fob<rt Fls‘onrr 1n whQch he assertfid his

riLh: to “Ho “ililhf' stu'iku LL Tunjore. According to

“ha rulv “ab.l‘rly £01101 d VFllora was 2h: lort assigned

to fine owe SEQQEJ in JOZAQMQ; bat Colcnc¢ Suuart deemed
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' W ,_ ‘ -»
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rwuaru Lo TunJOYa had bc¢n SHtClCd. TLQ “@jorlfii of the
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of xr. PhSJSlILud voted an“: 2km CozAit‘ez sdoild qajart

at once to car“, into GKUQLtiCD the oruers of the Di""ctor8.

This action was e}}o;cu 1; Lord PiQQt for ‘59 rfivson

1hut tqe ras‘or;tion of t“e ‘hjdh could moi be considered

a: definitaly effected, and tharflfore VF. R"2;91¥Fas not

yet uJder any obliga‘ion to {YOCBFd to the Worfihevn Circars.

The Council, newever, WFre ohdurate in th: mgt’er, and

althQLhQ they ullOUPd "r. Jcu*dan and Vr. "fickay, who had

been hpgointed on tfle Co:41*tre, i0 excus~ *hemselves, the:

refused to allow fir. Rvssell¥he name p*ivil¢ge. Lc*d

kibot tncn moved that two 36@12“s of the Co~nci1, #50 re

siaed at diabgnt settlenanis, and who aouli be r%iwsed
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in regard to ‘hq 31“ a‘i n of RffuiTF, 1a iuvited to

a -\ ~ ‘_ \ \\ -‘ J L . ‘ v . ' _ -

ok*»: f," Co ‘c:1 ML- v0 VB 2 h;_n f r ‘.c=’L:u @“oor

€£*e“"%10'. Uhls 1“CLo¢rl v.s r=J¢cfi~J. .Ld Iho Co noil

o“jo""nofl "n‘?1 ‘T‘ lO‘k cf Alvisl, r.., ?’ m-i Qb11n

i"fl *“n Govo"oor o'vr "o":.1-~i“1"" -v0.1$i'i~“ 3°

*:"1 7“. R'Js'll‘c T.'jo*‘ 10? u s,vo1fiho arm of days.

"“ '- .. . . . -. 1 b - n' f "v 1 ~ Q ~ > ' ‘-.

_1 _Q g r: "MU nr. h._ro\~o and .3. E4J,wl Mowcu tuai a

orv? r? i""*"vcfiorn ‘o Coloorl Qtlurt, woioh “dd Loon

’““1L““4 h; 'h: co-;JLJ1:L offionr La considerod by vhe

TLcn Lord Pitci JhY ‘Lct it woo n c:.b;r; either 50 yiel1

a

f0 ‘hw vishos f thc fujo*i‘_ or to lfCgurU to disynte their

L.‘hr"ity. He Qofidrmihod \LOL the latter course an“ stated

tho powors Which he bollsvci to bo dovolvea upon him by

virtue of hi; rosi‘ion. A5 Presidrnt of the Council, no

considerci himself a; in‘:5ral isrt, wiflflolb whose con

c\""~nc0 no lawfrl businoou couli be fransaoted. An act

Inosei by the mojori‘y withont his signature could by no mean:

t-: coLsi¢ered to cons‘tt"to a 10;a1 acfi of Lovsrnnant. He

refus‘d £0 y't the quus‘icn in rcLard t the instractions

to Colontl ?tuart, and the QFfiit do which to assudcd in

vagard to the mat‘er is civoo in his own words to the

Conncll uLcn this occasion. He said: "Golfilemen, consider

31;“- w'e abolt; 1 "1111 .10: 311;!) fine izzstruooions to

Colon: 7th1rt, aLd zhu 1owson, who is to Lot vyon these

1.

instructions nflst not at his puril.'
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After much debating upon the subject, the Council adjourned.

0n the following day, the motion in regard to Ehe orders

to Colonel qtvart was again made, but the Presidenfi persist

ed in " using to lflt *He q"esticfi non dvolired that he
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authority to be veSfied in them. Upon the samn day they
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Upon the same day, Lord Pigot dffered the command

of the army to Colonel Stuart. He declined and determined

to support th lajority of the Council and to carry into

execution their orders for the arrest of Lord Pigot.1.

But it was decided that the Governor should not be arrested

within the fort, as any violence done to him there, might

involve those who participated in it, in the severe

penalties of the Mutiny Act. Upon the 24th of August an

opportunity was offered to Colonel Stuart to carry out his

plan. He passed the greater part or the day with Lord

Pigot and when evening came set out with him for the

purpose, Lord Pigot supposed, or supping with him at the

Company's Garden-house. In the meantime according to

a regular preconcerted plan, Colonel Eidlngtoun had

stationed himself with a party of sepoye at a short distance

from Madras, and when the carriage containing Lord Pigot

and Colonel Stuart came in sight, he hastened to surround

it with his troops. Lord Pigot was arrested and driven

away in a chaise, which belonged to Benfield, to Mt. St

Thomas, where he was put in the custody of Major Horne

under the charge of a battery of artillery. .

The Majority immediately assumed the direction of the

government and appointed Mr. Stratton as their President.

Although they had claimed that their principal motive for

resistance to Lord Pigot, had been his arbitrary conduct

 

1.8tuart, Better 1, pp 6,7.

2.?or a more detailed account or the arrest, see Stuart's

Letter 1, pp 28-57; also Trial p 1087.
'1?
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in regard to the suspension of Messrs. Brooke and

Stratton, yet one of their very first actsl was to sus

pend all the members of the Council, who had differed from

themselves in opinion and who had voted with Lord Pigot.

Upon the next day after Lord Pigot's arrest, Major Horne

received an order signed by Messrs. Fletcher, Stratton,

Brooke, rloyer, Mackay, Palmer and Jourdan, in which

he was directed to allow no letters to be conveyed to the

deposed governor to receive his signature. and also to

inform him, that in case there should be any attempt to

rescue him, as a last resource his life must answer for it.

The Major was further informed that the Nawab had been

applied to for a body of horse to be stationed at the Mount

in order to facilitate the means of communication between

the Major and the authorities at Madras.2.

It was claimed that the action of Mr. Claude

Russell upon the previous night had rendered these precau

tions necessary, that ho had been discovered within

the fort in the act of inciting the soldiers to take up

arms in behalf of Lord Pigot against the usurpers of the

government, that not only did he intrigue with the troops

in the garrison but also with the artillery at the Mount,3.

and that through his visits and those of his associates,

further trouble was likely to result to the settlement.

 

1. Trial, p 1291.

2. lbid, PP 1211, 1250.

3. Defence, p 14.
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It was decided to remove Lord Pigot to a greater

distance from the Fort, and upon the night of the 27th,

Colonel Eidingtoun appeared at the Mount in Bantield's

chaise between eleven and twelve o'clock at night and

ordered that Lord Pigct should be delivered into his hands.

His Lordship declared that he would not be removed sxcspt

to his fort or upon board of one of his Majesty's ships.

He threw himself upon Major Horne for protection and

made an appeal to the soldiers, who had been ordsred to

remove him and with many of whom he had fought at Madras.

When Colonel Eidingtoun called out to them to obey orders,

there was a profound silence and not one of them offered

to advance. They refused to take possession of Lord

Pinot's person, and Major Horne finally affected a compro

mise in the matter, by securing Lord Pigot's word that

there should be no disturbance until they had furthar

orders, and by making himself responsible to Colonel

Eidingtovn for the prisoner's safe-keeping. A report

was circulated upon this occasion that it had been the

intention of Lord Pigot's enemies to ramovo him to

Gingi, a fortress situated in a most unhealthy district,

but this report was denied by them. They said that they

had proposed to take him to Ohengalpat, but that they

were willing that he should have his choice of any Llaco

1.

upon the coast.

 

1. Bee Dofcncs ,pp 14,15: also Trial, pp 1154-5.
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Directly after his imprisonnent, Lord Pigot had

claimed the protection of the King's flag, and Rear

Admiral, Sir Edward Hughes, who was in command of the squad

ron at the East India Station, had requested in his Majes

ty'e name that the authorities or Hadres should give order:

for his Lordship'e sate condwct to his ship. T ere were

several letters written in regard to the matter , in which

the Council refused to snrrender Lord Pigot into the hands

of Sir Edward Hughes, vnless he would answer for the peace

of the Carnetic, which he declined to do, declaring that

' since the requisition was made in the King's name, no

terms were admissible. 1.

It has been stated that an attenwt was made by the

Nawsb'e son to assassinate Lord Pigot while at the

Lwunt, but there is no evidence to ;rove this statement.

Lord Pigot did not receive harsh treatment. His friends

were allowed to visit him; but there was always an offi

cer with him wherever he went, and he was not allowed

to converse with anyone except in his presence. He spent

a CPR-t deal of time working in the garden and to this

occ"pation his opponents very cleverly laid the charge of

his death. They said that his last illness was due to

constant exposure to the excessive heat of a tropical oli

2.

mate. Brt the strength of his constitvtion was impaired

 

l. Auber, Vol.1, pp 528-9.

2. Defense, pp 25-26.
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by the anxiety and disgrace to which his long imprisonment

had subjected him. He recovered from his first attack of

illness but suffered a relapse, and on April 28, 1777 upon

the advice of the principal Ihysician at Madras, it was

finally decided to remove him from the Mount to the Company's

Garden-house, which was near the sea. Although no guard

had attended him upon his removal, he had no sooner

reached his destination than Hajor Horne appeared with a

body of Sepoys and said that he had been censured by

the Council for allowing his Lordship to enter the town

without a guard. 1.

Upon the 8th of Key, Lord Pigot was told by his

physicien that he had only a few days to live, and upon

the 9th, he began to make preparations for his approaching

death. He dictated a letter to the Company in the clearest

possible manner and made a codicil to his will. Although

his constitution was worn out by the troublesome events

through which he had passed, his intellectual powers were

yet strong and gave evidence of the firmness and reso

lution, which had been marked traits of his character.

He died upon Sunday the llth of May 1777, after having

been kept a prisoner from the 23d of August 1776 to the

time of his death. Mr. Honckton , his son-in-law immedi

ately secured the bod; of the deceased and upon the fol

 

1. An. Reg. 1778, p 166.
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lowing day the funeral obsequies were held and the body

promptly interred on account of the great heat of the

climate.

Upon the day of Lord Pigot'e death, an inquest was

begun, which was in charge of the Coroner Mr. Ram, and

which cor‘inu d in session until the 7th of August, 1777,

when the Jury pronounced the following verdict. "That

George Stratton, Henry Brooke, Charles Floyer, Archdale

Palm r, Francis Jourdan and George Maokay in the civil

service of the East-Indie Company at Hadras, and Brigadier

Ueneral Sir Robert Fletcher, Colonel James Stuart,

Lieutenant-Colonel James Eidingtoun and Captain Arthur

Lgsaght in the said Cowpany's service at Madras and Ma

Jor Matthew Horne, commanding the corps of artillery in

the siid Company's service then stationed at St. Thomae's

Mount, did in manner and means theéin recited, feloniously,

voluntarily and of their malice forethought, kill and murder

the said Lord Pigot, and that a sergeant and sepoys therein

described and certain officers and soldiers belonging

to the corps of artillery, and another sergeant and other

sepoys stationed at the Garden-house, all of whom were to

the Jurors unknown, were at divers times present, aiding,

abetting, assisting and maintaining the said George Stretton,

Sir Robert Fletcher and the other persons before named

l.

to do and cemmit the felon; and murder aforesaid."

 

1. Stuart, Letter 1, p 42.
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Upon the 24th of September 1777, their verdict was

sent by the Coroner to Hr. James Whitehill, who had suc

ceeded as Acting-Governor of Madras, August 8, 1777, with

a request that he would aid in apprehending the gersons

accused of being responsible for the death of Lord Pigot.

The Governor felt himself bound to issue an orber fer

their arrest and placed it in the hands of the Sheriff of

Madras. Mr. Stratton and the other gentlemen mentioned

in the verdict were accordingly placed in the custody of

the sheriff, from which they were not released until some

time in October, when after Sir Edward Hughes and some

other competent witnesses had been examined by the Jus

tices, it was decided to admit the prisoners to bail,

which was fixed at £10,000 each. 1' The proceedings before

the Justices continued until the end of "ovember 1777, when

the decision of the Judges of the Supreme Conrt of Judi

cature at Bengal in regard to the matter, was received.

They stated that after a thorough examination of the facts

of the case and the evidence contained in the Coroner's

inquisition, they were of the unanimous opinion that there

was not material enough to warrant the indictment of the

persons accused, either for murder or manslaughter; and they

further recommended that on account of certain irregularitie

in the Coroner's proceedings, they should be quashed or set

aside. Upon the 26th of November 1777, the matter was

 
’—__

1. Stuart, Letter 1, p 42.
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terminated by a resolution of the Justices of Madras,

that the said proceedings were.irregular and contrary to

law and that as such they should be set aside and the

persons accused be discharged by proclamation.

During the period of Lord Pigot's imprisonment and

death end the proceeiings immediately lfollowing it, the

sympathies of the Mayor and the English inhabitants of

1.

Madras seem to have )een with the deposed governor. The

0

L10

Bombaw Government also supported his claims, but the

Governor-General and Council at Calcutta took a different

view of the case.

Both parties appealed to Calcutta for support.

Warren Hastings and his colleagues were unanimous in the

olinion that Lord Pigot hsd been the first to act with

illegality, and they determined to support the Majority

in their nsurpation of the government. In a letter from

the President and Council of Bengal to Acting-Governor

Stratton, dated September 10, 1776, they expressed themselve

thusz" We acknowledge the title and authority, which you

have been compelled to assume, and we have resolved to

support you in the government. In supporting that part

of a divided administration, which is formed of a majority

of its members, we support the legal and constitutional

3. 4.

government. " A circular letter was also written by

 

1. An. Reg. 1777, p 103.

2. Auber, V01. 1, p 530.

3. Original Papers, pp 101-2.

4. Ibid, p 105.
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Hastings and his Council to their subordinates, in which

they stated that after having maturely considered the

proceedings of George Stratton and the other members

of the Majority of the Council at Madras, they concurred

in the oyinion that the seizure of the government and the

deposition of Lord Pigot was warranted by the necessity

of the case. Yet in another place, they express their re

gret at the violent measures, which lave been resorted to,

in the following words: " We Judge it proper however to

mention that we should have been very glad to offer our

mediation to conciliate past differences instead of pur

suing the more decisive line, which we have adopted, had

we conceived any hoye of success: but we feared that your

differences had gone too far to admit of it and that a want

of success in promoting that desirable end, might have been

attended with consequences more fatal than any which can re

sult from our present decided resolutionfll. Hastings was

probably goVHrned largely by expediency and according to

Halleson he realized that in taking the part of Lord

Pigot, he would be giving his sanction to a principle,

which his own divided council might have used as a

weapon against himself.2 Mr. Francis declared that it was

not consistent with his opinion at that time, but that an

unlawful government under Stratton was thought to be better

 

1. Original Papers, p 102.

2' malleson, F 255- Life of Warren Hastings.
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than minor confusion at Madras.

1.

 

1. Trial, p 1217.
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CHAPTER V1.

EVENTS IN ENGLAND FOLLOWING LORD PIGOT'S DEATH.

The proceedinrs of the Covrcil at Madras were reported

to the authorities in England by a letier datea the 24th

of September 1776 and excited great indignation. The

Court of Directors was about equally divifled in regard to

the matter.1 One party accused Lord P1502 of arbitrary and

irregular conduct, particularly in His suspension of the

two mambflrs of the Conncil and his arrest of Sir Robert

Fletcher. They agreed that ‘he power of iho majority

must be manifested for the preservation of the peace of

the settlement; that it had been an unwise stroke of

policy to restore the Rajah of Tanjore; and that Lord

Pigot by his harsh measures toward the Narab had endangered

the Company's interests upon the Ooromandcl Coast. Severe

reflections were also cast upon the deposed governor's

character.

But there was an equally strong element in the

Court of Directors in favor of Lord Pigot, and they

 

maintained that strict Justice had demanded the restoration

of the Rajah; that it would be fatal to the Compony's

Jurisdiction to allow their sarvants to act contrary to their

wexpreas commands and to degrade Indian princes whom they

had promised to protect; that the dangers on the coast had

1. Ann
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not arisen from the policy, which Lord Pigot had pursued

toward the Nawab, but from the overgrown power of that

ally of the English, who should not be allowed to en

croach with his lazy treacherous Muhammadans upon the

rights of the honest, industrious subjects of the Rajah.

The latter must be maintained in his power in order to act

as a check upon the insatiable greed of Muhammad Ali for

dominion .

In the General Court of the Proprieters, decisive meas

ures were adopted to retrieve the disrepute into which the

Company had fallen in India. A resolution was passed by a

majority of 382 to 140, recommending the Court of Di

rectors to restore Lora Pigot and to inquire into the

cond"ct of those who had conspired in his deposition. 1.

As a rosult of their resolutions upon the llth of April

1777, the Court of Directors proyosed several motions to

n
be

this efject: that Lord Pigot and the memhors of the

Council, Who had supported him, should be restored to the

full exercise of the powers vested in them by the Company;

that the seven m mbers, who had formed the majority of the

Council and who had subverted the government, should be

susyonded and wars to be restored, only by an immediate

act of the Directors; furthermore, that Lord Pigot's

rownnigdings at Madras apysared to have been deserving of

censure in several instances: and that the Court had

determined to issue positive orders in regard to the power
 

1. An. Reg. 1777, p 105.
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to be exercised by a majority of the Council in the Iuuire,

and also to take into consideration effactual measures for

the support of the Just claims and muthority of Muhammad

Ali. When fhese proyos tions wove submitted to the

ballot, the votes were fonnl to t1 equal, and the question

was finally decided in the affirmative by resorting to the

use of the 10?.

The enemies of Lord Pigot were at work and warm

debates ensund in regard to the mattnr in the General Court

of the Directors. These dsbates ended in the passing of a

resolution on Way 9 by a majority of 414 to 517, which.

although disoyproving of Lord Pigot's removal from office,

recommended hhut he should he recalled together wifh all

the members of his Council, in order that their conduct

might receive a thorough investigafion.l'

Parliament also entered into the s+rugglo. Governor

Johnstone, who was distinguished for his interest in Indian

affairs and whose brother had been a conspicuous member of

the Civil Qervioe in Bengal in the days of Olive, moved sev

eral resolutions ih the Howse of Comwons strongly in favor

of Lord Pigot's administration at Madras and or106ed to

the proposition for his recall. This action of Governor

Johnstone met with strenuous olposition. I‘ was declared

that Lord Pigot had acted contrary to the provisions of

Lord Norfh's Regulating Act of 177?; that his conduct

 
m

1. An. Peg. 1777, 1y 106-7,
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deserved censure ae well as that of the Majority, and that

the only way to effect substantial Justice was to recall

both parties and mehe a strict inquiry into their conduct.

0n the other hand, Lord Pigot's friends insisted that

his actions had been fully Justified; that Muhammad Ali

had ecqvired a dangerous influence not only at Madras, but

that from every fo"t of Enolcnd, his agents had been called

together in Leadenhdll Street upon the 9th of Key to carry a

dangerous resolution which said that Lord Pigot, who had

persisted in fulfilling the instructions of the Company

at the loss of his power and eventually of his life,

showld be restored for a moment and then immediately de~

graded and brought to England under the same charge of

delinquency as those, who had subverted the government of

Wudrus. Wohvithstuncing the strenuous efforts made to

carry Johnstone's resolution, it was rejected by a ma

Jority of (JO-67.1.

After these lroceedings” a commission Wes yrepnred

under the Comycny's seal, which was dated June 10, 1777,

and which restored Lord Pigot to office: but it also de

manded that one week later, he should deliver the govern

ment over to his successor and sail for England. All

members of his Council were recalled with him, and the

officers of nilitary rank, who had been inetrumental in

any wwy in effecting his arrest, were to be tried by court

1. An. Reg. 177?, p, 107-110.
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martial at Madras.

While this inquiry was goin; on, a provisional govern

ment was to b: fowmad at Kidras with Thonas Humbold at

its head, John whfishill to be seconl in council and Hector

lunro, ccncander-in-cfiief of the forces, to be third

without any pewer or sdvpncemsnt.1.Rebulstions wcve also

laid down at this ii1e for fhe gviounca of the Coincil

in the future. Fefore the plu-sure cf the Comlsny was

made known at Madras, Lord Pinon has died. Under +ha new

1‘"cvisi0ns, Ur. Whitshill Lecame acting govcrnor rnfil th;

EFY1VL] cf Tho as Rumbold Llun the 6th of February, 1778. .

Colonel Jurms Ftrnrt sun the other officcrs, Vho had

LPIU irsirnmcntsl in {he arccs€ and im1Pisonurnt of Lord Pigot

wvre rover brought to trial. The Governncnt of Had*as

maintniiod *hat the Officers had acted under the orders of

superior authorities, and that in order to look upon the

arrest 1nd lmpP180£$unZ of the late Governor as acts of

motiny and the persons concerned thsvcin as criminals to

be t"ied by an express article of war, it was necessary to

prove that the instructions, under which they had acted,

we"e illegal. This the President and Cowncil of Madras

did not feel ihemsslves co matsnt to do, as it would involve

*hfim in quasiions of too fine and subtle a nature, upon the

decision of which the lives of isaivionals would depend.

  
.._.. -- _l....-.. h-“ ht“ ~-.

1. An. Reg. 1777, pp 107-110.

2. Stvart, Letter 1, 1L46,47.
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Upon tho 16th of April 1779, Admiral Hugh Pigot,

one brother of tne deceased Governor of Madras and his

successor in Parliament for Bridgnorth, Look up his

cause in the House of Commons: and afte“ he had preferred

soveval Chuf565 of a very :eriows natnre against the members

of tho Coincil, who had caused Lord Pigot's deposition and

653th, he moved that an address he presented ‘0 the King,

:¢”‘~~ for fine prosecution of four of them, who had returned-~J.'_4...‘)

to England. His resolution was carried and an address was

made to his Yhjesty, who wan ll'ased to give direction!

fo“ the prosecution of Messrs. Stratton, Brooke, Flo or

"ad ?aok1" 1.Accord1n;ly, the Aftorrey-fienoral of the

Crown, Alcxwnucr Weddevburneflled an infornafiion against

the “hove-nomad gentleman for depriving the right honorable

Goorév Lorc Pigot cf his office of Governor and President of

the Cowncil of findrds, for arresting and iuqrisoning his

{arson for tho space of nine months and for unlawfully

assuming to themselves the 00mmund of the army and the gov

ernment of all the settlements of the Company upon the Coro

mandPl Coast.10 The Defonnunts pleaded " Wot Guilty."

The Trial was held in the Cohrt of Kiag's Bench, West

minstcr Hall before the Earl of Vansfield upon the 20th of

December 1773. The Xttornoy-Ganoral of the Crown, Alexander

Nodde"burng, olened the case with an eloquent speech in

which be stnted 5P9 ininci;11 fncts in suyyort of the prosecu

tion. The first part of his speech was an account of the

 

1. F0“ a more detailpd account of the proceedings of the case

sea Trial rp 1015-1292.
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events, which had transyired in regerd to Tanjore during

Lord Pigot's first administra‘ion of the Government of

Madras and the period following ifi, down to the time of

the division in his Pouncil aftor his return to India in

1775. He nttauntei to she? ‘hsf 10rd Pigot was under

the necessity of sve;vndih; Messrs. Ptra*ton and Brooke,

in virtue of his u~ihorirg as President of ‘he Council, in

Order that he migh+ not be obstructed by tnom in his

execrtion of the Comynny's cruers for the restoration of

the Rajah; ’hat as far as fire claims cf benfield were con

corneu, they were fraudulent and we"e the result of a

collusiou between Lin ano the Hawab in order to 3=in

yossession of fihe revenues of Tanjore; ann that after the

ar“est of their Governor, ~50 Majority had murderOHs designs

Upon his life, in case that he should yttempt to show any

TGSiSfinHUG. Finally fhe Attorney-General inquired by

what au‘hority this violen‘ revolution had been accum—

rlished. If Lord Pigofi hrd refused to put the question pro

posed in the Coxncil, as his accusers stafed, did that give

fhe Hajuricy & 0521 riJWh to depose and imprison him?

Was he not amonlble *0 the laws of his country rather than

to any assumed authority of the Covncili

After the conclusion of this speech, a great mass or

writien evidence was read in support of the prosecution,

whiéh hinged “109 tre orders given by the Directors to Lord

Pigot. The reud‘inh or these papers took several hours, after



I.

s
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:rhich *ho postillion, who drovu Lord Pigot's chaise and

Edward Monckton, his son-in-law, were sworn.

Hr. Dunning, who was Lhc loading counsel for the

Defendants, followed wi'h a speech, which was a brilliant

attempt to suypOPt a WQQX cunefi. Ha said that Lord Pigot

Iad 918?Cid£d powars, which vcvo not vested in him by the

authority of :he Conyan;, and that it was a political necess

t; for the Majorizg to depose and imprison him: but that

Lhé; had no murderous intenhion upon his lifs. He finally

rested his defence lpon the approbation of the Supreme

Council of Bengal, expressed in certain papers and letters,

T511 1 01,1. 2.1L! 13 Y. j I F“,

11% grihcilal roint brought out

in the Attorney-General's repl; was that al+hough Mr. Ben

fiela was in Englahd, the Counsel for the Defence had not

'ohrz~ 10 call ULOH him to give evidence, because they

it WOLlQ incriminote the Defendants.

Lora Hhhsfivld szimmc my the case in a clear and con

cise HMNRHF. He acid that thsre were three points for

the Jary to CQDbid r: First, what was the constitution of

“Cdr45? SccOnoly, whoflhcv Lord Pigot had violated that

consiitutiont and ihirdly, if he had violated it, would

.fh
hat Jwstify the conduct of the Defendants? Only on the

ground that there was absolute necessity for the arrest

of Lora Pivot in ovdcr to pr {0 (J erve the sefitlcmcnt, could

they be acquitted.

The Jvry retired for a short time, and at two o'clock





in the morning brought in a verdict of Guilfiy.

Upon the 5d of Pab*“u"f 17Q0, Westminster Hall was

crowded to hear sentence {PonQUHccd npQu fiho Jonoors of

the Council, who hid d pcscd Lord Pivot. On behalf of the

DeffiLdfinfiS, the affnquvits of Hezsrs. itrotfon, Brooke,

Flo,er and U okay wort r zu; also tnose of Watthew Horne

LBW rf Tichard Bu livxn, who was sacretury of the Council

of Vidrns at tho t1f€ of tho t"orb10.

Judas fisfihu"st than uPQSQ to pronounce toe Juigement

c,f tw> can't . He said tndfi if Fort St. George had be

lonJAd *n the CvoJH, the awpoainion of Lord Pigot would

hive boon AlJH firexson; but since it was name“ the

iouyin_'5 ju"isdic“ion, it was only a Misdenoanor.

Thar-“0"e he -~nLeno%d ‘ne Unfundawfi: to pay a fine of

I, 1.090 (Mich .

"ossrs. Stru‘fion, HrOOKn, Floyar and Vackay inmedi

.filj paid their ftn>s and v-re aisoharged, one thon tho

112* attempt was foiled to inflict punishment upon the

memb~ws of the Council of Yadras, who had subverted the

govrrnment and cond"mned their governor to die, svrFOunded by

guards upon a fore1¢n shore.

Lord Pigot was unmarried. On his death, the Irish

po~raJe became extinct, while nis brother Robert suc

copdod him as second baronet. he left two natural sons:

Ricnara Bigot, a general in cue army and colonel of the

fourfih d*a;oon guuris, who died in 1868; Sir Hugh Pigot,K.C.B.
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admiral of the White, who died in 1857: and a daughter

Sophia, who was married in 1773 to Honorable Edward

“onckton of Stafiordshire

l.

and died 1854.

Lord Pigot had in his yosscssion a celebrated d21

nond, which he bequecehed to his brother Robert ind Hugh

_ ‘. {q

147-2 Sister

hwlF carats and was Vulfled at L 40,000.
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1. D10. Nat. Biog. V01. XLV, p 280.

2. Murray's Memoirs of the Diamond, 2nd Ed. p 67,-quoted

in Die. Nat. Biog. Vol. XLV, p 280.



















  

. *f'

* I

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA LIBRARY,

BERKELEY ‘

—_ 6

'THIS BOOK IS DUE ON THE LAST DATE

STAMPED BELOW

Books not returned on time are subject to a fine of

50¢ per volume after the third day overdue, increasing

to $1.00 per volume after the sixth day. Books not in

demand may be renewed if application is made before

expiration of loan period.

1 ‘.

evm

4Im‘

  

a. 4Jar.’5fKOQ

MAR 1 4 1958 LU

NOV 19 l957

 

 

  

 

  

50m-7,’27
| i ‘ ’ ,‘é “i, a i“ ' ‘ .l , 3-H Vin 1:“ \"iiet‘k'; > in"; J

, H T 1V " “v ‘ y >"\,,__~L\f:.1 “ . ' ’H - 1v: ~-""-"' '
l l I “ ‘ \ - imam-1 r, 1.- SLnWA‘v-M

~ vi ‘_4Hv:\! _‘ l' '1 , >,‘_-"AJ>> _

\' ’

‘

' o

.

I e I

‘1' Q

- I. IV

' n

a ‘ v . ’1 "L

\‘r . Q ’

Q \

.
,_

' a . ‘ ‘\ s

u

I! ‘~ ' ’

' 'f \ ‘. \.

4.‘ _‘ ~

' ‘ . 71 I

l v

\ \ 0' ‘ '

f . ‘ —, _\
,

._ -_\~"'

~ \ r.

f 3 , '
I l L y w ' (J _~ - 1

t H,( w n \' ,' A y
a. ‘ n it": ‘ ~ '\ J‘r‘ ‘_ ‘

l — I k _- ‘ ’ ’ L ‘l >- 5, "( \n'

e H v. v

;51\' s r ' l ‘ t \ I: _ “t
u l I “3' ‘e c- . d I ‘1‘ K " A ~

A 4* ‘ - V ' ‘l ‘.

I ,
Y J ‘ ‘ \ 1 .

V I I 5 l A

0‘ J t . ~ ~I_( .

e \f A '

l A e i ' ' \‘l

‘ . ' ' fl \ '

—- ' if _ ‘ - o

e * _ 4' _.

I 4 1

, > ' 4

I ‘I 5,. - f _ . \

‘_ ‘
~ '~ - .\

r‘ a I '
a ‘ x - .\ ‘A

'

.\}_
'

'
'

\

‘

I 'l l' l ‘ -\

‘r X( ' ' 4' I .

o l ' -/ n \ ‘ ‘ ’r . ' 4 4‘ v - _‘

- . , ~ _ ‘ .

L _; \ I Q \ ,

\ I m ‘\ _ v! -
' v x _ , ' a u

‘ ’j ll 4

. . v , . l J
.. 4 ~ \

I \

1 ‘ ‘

-'r ——-_—'=. l

" -—- ___.__ _ u ' \' 



  

’ ~
_

E. I z" :1: ‘

I- . -_

h—;¢ . ,
.. I - “J”; v 1 v Q 4 ‘ ‘

.,, .,

, - 1%, ’ro i e -_

r 1" “if J t __ \v . x

:3 3, ‘ om. _

250‘, ' ht _ - ;' 11¢-\ ‘5
._ m w ' I \ I

EE’“?- 1 ,' ~¢ . _ 4.).
:3

>1

nu

w

.1_
\

JV
.

‘1

D

F

v
I

;

   

v»

‘

II
a

'1
A

  

 

_\ -I. 0 6'

J -
M

_ ‘ r

‘ »~ .1. - . w-a\

~.
.~ ‘ a r ..

., > .
‘

:~ 1 . ‘
. .

'.

"
' ' $~

. __~‘_ ,4“ o

d. _
- ‘33 ~" 0 ‘

.: ‘4";;’.4 Q 1 §

“:92” ~' “ ‘
1‘1 4'“ . a 3'

 

 

 

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA LIBRARY

'>r*-~_,

 

m“-- - -~_-~.

 

 
  

  

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

u

.

“IL.3:?a;

  

£

2m“

-i
|

.'.x1i€_

<0,

I

v"a!"159%“

(

I

J.

J“!..-,1 1'5

 
  



 

 

  

  
I

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA LIBRARY, “‘5‘,

_. I BERKELEY '

  
"1'

  
» vI  

\‘1‘

nix-"J-

"I

— \

'THIS BOOK IS DUE ON THE LAST DATE

STAMPED BELOW

Books not returned on time are subject to a fine of

SOcr'per volume after the third day overdue, increasing

to $1.00 per volume after the sixth day. Books not in

demand may be renewed if application is made before

expiration of loan period.

J 4—4—_ , _ in

4Jar.’5fKOQ

“I.' \a; nii

'r.‘__n‘.* k.l ‘'7‘

l.

{‘14

:r
,

I0v '

“my»

I?
fir

A

I1

3*“A? IF.‘

x,(:rj";‘:14"“

.QI

  

   

Ow

 

    

I: s l'w~—._

 

I

" ~1

 

 

- >§~
., ‘
4 1

~ .'~@-~~._ Jr“
7 _. ' , ‘

I ~ u , -‘ - ‘1'1'?
' A A V ‘ -

>5 .7 I -‘> [k A ¢ _ .\ }

,gL" ", ‘k ax‘ /~ 3 a

M: .i V r v. _
Y, ’I w w .

.‘ Kg" : J ‘ s ' J '

~‘ ‘— - w ' " \ , _ I I 1‘{A 7 ‘I ‘ \ W7. '.

_\>\
, ‘\

> ‘
'

"

4‘ ‘ ' " e ‘-4 7 ‘ will 1' ‘ \

} \L I '. "‘ '

L“ " ' nI ‘_\ . ¢ 4 ~

V\:* {trl‘l . ‘-\ 4 ’ x _ ‘

' u'q ‘ ‘ ' J \ v .“" \

- 0.. ‘ x 4" _ q. - 5A”

; ~ " ‘ 'X ' '
T .0 '" ' v “a ' \"‘
x" ' v I \ ’J I... ‘ ' I >\‘\

_1>. ~ _ - n; 1 ‘Nr '~ -

(I I V P v

‘ ~. ’1 \ ; \I} \r I .‘P ‘ _" | " 's ‘ \

i \ .‘ "4" “ \ \ . .
I. ‘ t w l J ‘i .‘ \."

'IJ '\' I I w, \.M‘ ‘ ( 0 ~ \_

'f~.>_ é'_ ~I‘ . I .‘ . - '

’1‘ ' A‘ ‘
l - ‘ R)! ‘ ‘ '\V

w v . \i ‘ \‘ ‘ yrl' L

I 4 ~ I" 'I L ‘ , _ '

' '1: - ~ " ‘i i
, ‘ . u "k ‘I u
q I Q,“ r"

v , _ _ ~ " L -

,(; ~ “‘ ~ I- ‘ / ‘ 1 _

e ' 2' 9." I“ .1 ‘ ‘4‘ ' ‘ /

e g’ ; \“J —, ’ I y,“ ¢ _.

- r \ ,, X» [L (1.1. ‘1 ‘ a > '\ v I - ‘

* , g» .- ‘ -' - v V,- " "-91 ' -
‘ ‘ .1 . . ‘4, al V I, K L, , r 1 -‘ I

I 5,‘ I\' < I. Q s" ‘ v . ‘ l b

O \ ', r , l ' ‘ h ' v\ I

_ . ,1; i n 'l' i “ 'u v,- » ' l ‘ ’ 'N

F I‘f'jfil, ‘ j. "‘ ‘ 4' x ' f '-‘

- ‘. ' ' v ‘ .
', \ L .A ’ ‘ v a v “3‘ K“

I f k — In I ' '. '-" y A
K \- I _ .‘ ( >\‘- V

D ' I M ’7 I l

\ ~ _ > _ ’\\ ‘l e .-

' .’ . . _ (j. 1-
' I I 4~

\ ‘ O | _ ' a
a _ ri_r'\

' -. >\ 0' _~ ‘ ,“*¢4

‘ I ‘ \ x ,\ 7“.

‘» l 7- -
‘;4» b \ 5‘ \"Vi' ‘ \p\

Y. 1 5 _\ > 4 ‘ . \__"\

| ‘ 1

I \ v

. . 4) .

I > n

‘u'

7 | v \‘

lir- -_-z=f *4



‘7

r

. 4v"

 

 

;
,
3

.

  

L
u
.

0
;
:

J
,

I

1
H

1
.
T
v
m
‘
n
f
fi

.
7

v
.
1
:

.
4

4
9

p
4
-
.
3
!
“

2
.
.
.
,
fl

7
.

.
;

‘
.

 

L
8

1
.
8
:
1
;

_

fl
u
f
f
“

.
2

w
_

i
v

I
n
:

I
‘
t
o

1
¢

'
0
0
:
!
“

J
U
L

J-Ici

513028

‘¢- _ H..

  

ILL

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA LIBRARY

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

  

 

 

{
5
.
2
.
1
.
1
.

w
S
h
.

.
.

\

W
W
W
;

_
n

V

 

 

  

.
1
.

.
\
.
.
.

.
g
a
u
u
m
fi



 


